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Introduction

Appendix G contains pertinent correspondence regarding DHS efforts in coordinating with other federal
and state agencies. Specifically, this appendix contains coordination with the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency regarding Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and the National Environmental Policy
Act; the Natural Resources Conservation Service regarding the Farmland Policy Protection Act; the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers regarding Section 404 of the Clean Water Act; the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service regarding Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act; various State Historic Preservation Officers
regarding the National Historic Preservation Act; and potentially interested Indian Tribal Governments
regarding National Historic Preservation Act, Executive Order 13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments, The American Indian Religious Freedom Act, and Executive Order
13007, Indian Sacred Sites. In some cases, the local consortia initiated consultation on behalf of the
property owners. DHS initiated or followed up with many of the consultations, so correspondence in the
following sections will contain consultation letters to and from both DHS and the various consortia.
Tables are provided at the beginning of each consultation section to assist the reader in understanding the
processes.



Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and
National Environmental Policy Act




D ST,
S
s M UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
2 \7 & WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% S
Y, PRO“O/\
AUG 2 1 2008

OFFICE OF
ENFORCEMENT AND
COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE

U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Science and Technology Directorate
James V. Johnson

Mail Stop #2100

245 Murray Lane SW., Building 410
Washington, DC 20528

Dear Mr. Johnson:

In accordance with our responsibilities under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has
reviewed the U.S. Department of Homeland Security’s draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) on the National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (CEQ# 20080252).

This draft EIS evaluates the Department of Homeland Security’s proposal to site,
construct, and operate a National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF will be
operated as a biosafety level-3 and level-4 research facility that would allow basic and advanced
research, diagnostic testing and validation, countermeasure development, and diagnostic training
for addressing high-consequence livestock diseases to U.S. agriculture and public health. Six
alternative sites were evaluated in the draft EIS: Athens, Georgia; Manhattan, Kansas; Flora,
Mississippi; Plum Island, New York; Butner, North Carolina; and San Antonio, Texas.
However, a preferred alternative was not identified in the draft EIS.

EPA believes that this draft EIS provides an adequate discussion of the potential
environmental impacts. Moreover, the draft EIS does not identify any significant environmental

effects that will result in this action. Therefore, EPA has no objection to the proposed action
discussed in this draft EIS.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this draft EIS. The staff contact for this review
is Candi Schaedle; she can be reached at (202) 564-6121.

Sincerely,

ik Sisan B Db
Director
Office of Federal Activities

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable ® Printed with Vegetable Oil Based inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper

G-4



Farmland Protection Policy Act




Farmland Protection Policy Act

Consultation Initiated

Supplemental Contact

Agency Response

South Milledge Avenue Site
Alternative

April 22, 2008

Phone call to The Monroe Service
Center OfTice, NRCS on October
21,2008

QOctober 21, 2008

Manhattan Campus Site

Alternative April 22, 2008 May 9, 2008

Flora Industrial Park Site Phone call to The Canton Service

Alternative April 22, 2008 Center OfTice, NRCS on October May 27, 2008
21,2008

Plum Island Site Alternative April 22, 2008 May 1, 2008

Umstead Research Park Site April 22, 2008 May 6, 2008

Alternative

Texas Research Park Site
Alternative

April 22, 2008

August 14, 2008

G-6



| DIAL CORDY

AND ASSOCIATES INC

Environmental Consultants

April 22, 2008

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Monroe Service Center

111 E. Spring Street

Monroe, GA 30655

Dear Madam/Sir:

The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is currently preparing a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental consequences
resulting from the site selection, construction, and operation of the proposed National Bio
and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be used to study diseases
categorized as foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives
include six locations in Athens, Georgia, Butner, North Carolina; Flora, Mississippi;
Manhattan, Kansas; Plum Island, New York; and San Antonio, Texas. DHS has
completed form AD-1006, Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for each site and is
requesting review and determination of compliance with the FPPA with the NRCS
Monroe Service Center regarding the South Milledge Avenue Site in Athens, GA.

A copy of the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to the Monroe Service Center for
additional project review and comment. The attachments to this letter include a soils map
and copy of form AD-1006 for the South Milledge Avenue Site. DHS appreciates your
assistance with this project.

Sincerely,

DIAL CORDY AND ASSOCIATES INC.

A

Lee Swain
Vice President

L:\Jobs-Jmd1001-1100\07-1039\PDEIS\Consultation Lirs AprO8\Athens Consultation letter].doc
April 22, 2008

490 OsCEOLA AVENUE ° JACKSONVILLE BEACH, FLORIDA 32250
904-241-8821 ° Fax 904-241-8885 » E-MAL info@dialcordy.com

OFFICE ALSO IN WILMINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA
G-7



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request 3/31/08

Name Of Project

National Bio and Agro Defense Facility

Federal Agency Involved Department of Homeland Security

Proposed Land Use pesearch Facility

County And State  ¢3j51ke County, Georgia

PART i (To be completed by NRCS)

Date Request Received By NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? : Yes  No [Acreslrrigated |Average Fam Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply — do not complete additional parts of this form). O o 0

Major Crop(s) Famable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Acres: % Acres: %

Name Of Land Evaluation System Used

Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned By NRCS

PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) oA S"it“eeé“a*i"e Site RSaittz% S
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 21.0
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 46.0
C. Total Acres In Site 67.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unigue Farmland
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 0 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 13
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 10
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 0
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 15 15
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 15 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 0
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmiand 10 10
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 5
10. On-Farm Investments 20 4
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 10 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 10
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 67 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site ass:ssrsnent) 0 160 67 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 67 0 0 0
. ! Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes O No [H
Reason For Selection:
(See Instructions on reverse side) G-8 Form AD-1006 (10-83)

This form was electronically preduced by National Production Services Staff
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Coa - Congaree soils and alluvial land
| MgE2 - Madison sandy loam, 15-25% slopes, eroded
| MiE3 - Madison sandy clay loam, 10-15% slopes, severely eroded
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Project Location

National Bio and Agro-Defense
Facility Environmental Impact
Statement (NBAF EIS)
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Soils Map
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United States Department of Agriculture

ONRC

Natural Resources Conservation Service
355 East Hancock Avenue
Athens, GA 30601

October 21, 2008

Lee Swain

Dial Cordy and Associates, Inc.
490 Osceola Avenue

Jacksonville Beach, Florida 32250

RE: Farmland Conversion Impact Rating — National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility — Athens,
Georgia Alternative Site

Dear Mr. Swain:

This letter is in response to your April 22, 2008 letter requesting completion of an AD-1006 form
(Farmland Conversion Impact Rating) for the above stated project.

Acquisition or use of farmland by a Federal agency for national defense purposes is exempted by
section 1547(b) of the Farmland Policy Protection Act, 7 U.S.C. 4208(b). Therefore, the
Farmland Policy Protection Act does not apply to this project.

I apologize for our tardy reply to your request. I was on extended leave in April and May tending
to an ill family member. I failed to communicate how to direct the processing of these requests in

my absence and apparently your request was misplaced as a result. Again, I apologize.

Please feel free to call me with any questions at 706-546-2039.

Sincerely,

__) (1A L/‘P%e”“

Jim Lathem
Resource Soil Scientist
Athens, Georgia

Helping People Help the Land

An Equal Opporlunity Provider and Employer

G-10



A DIAL CORDY

AND ASSOCIATES INC

Environmental Consultants

April 22, 2008

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Manhattan Service Center

3705 Miller Parkway

Manbhattan, KS 66503-7604
Dear Madam/Sir:

The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is currently preparing a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental consequences
resulting from the site selection, construction, and operation of the proposed National Bio
and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be used to study diseases
categorized as foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives
include six locations in Athens, Georgia; Butner, North Carolina; Flora, Mississippi;
Manhattan, Kansas; Plum Island, New York; and San Antonio, Texas. DHS has
completed form AD-1006, Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for each site and is
requesting review and determination of compliance with the FPPA with the NRCS
Manbhattan Service Center regarding the Manhattan Campus Site in Manhattan, KS.

A copy of the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to the Manhattan Service Center for
additional project review and comment. The attachments to this letter include a soils map
and copy of form AD-1006 for the Manhattan Campus Site. DHS appreciates your
assistance with this project.

Sincerely,
DIAL CORDY AND ASSOCIATES INC.

e

Lee Swain
Vice President

L:\Tobs-Jax\1001-1100\07-1039\FDEIS\Consultation Lirs AprOS\Manhattan NRCS C fon letterl.doc
April 22,2008

490 OsCEOLA AVENUE * JACKSONVILLE BEACH, FLORIDA 32250
904-241-8821 * Eax 904-241-8885 + E-MAIL info@dialcordy.com

OFFICE ALSQO IN WILMH@'T&L, NORTH CAROLINA



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request

3/31/08

Name Of Project National Bio and Agro Defense Facility

Federal Agency Involved

Department of Homeland Security

Proposed Land Use Research Facility County And

State

Riley County, Kansas

PART ll (To be completed by NRCS)

Date Request Received By NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes No |Acres Irrigated [Average Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional parts of this form). ] ]1|o 0
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Acres: % Acres: %
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned By NRCS
Alternative Site Rating
PART HI (To be completed by Federal Agency) ST A Site B Site C )
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 20.0
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 25.0
C. Total Acres In Site 45.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmiand
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 0 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658. 5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 1
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 8
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 0
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 15 0
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 15 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 0
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmiand 10 10
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 5
10. On-Farm Investments 20 0
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 10 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 10
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 44 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment) ( 160 44 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 44 0 0 0
. . Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes [0 No [E]
Reason For Selection:
G2

(See Instructions on reverse side)
This form was electronically produced by National Production Services Staff

Form AD-1006 (10-83)
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Project Location
National Bio and Agro-Defense
Facility Environmental Impact
Statement (NBAF EIS)
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[

Source: NAIP 2005; USDA Natural Resources Feet
Conservation Service Soil Survey Geographic
(SSURGO) database for Riley and
Geary County Kansas 20086.

Figure 3.6.4.1-2
Manhattan Campus Site
Soils Map

:@a Homeland
" Security

z:/projectsAt-2200/maps/allgraphics/Figx. mxd




United States Department of Agriculture

ONRCS

Natural Resources Conservation Service Phone: 785-776-5182

3705 Miller Parkway, Suite B FAX. 785-539-7983

Manhattan, Kansas 66503-7604 www.Ks.nrcs.usda.gov
May 9, 2008

Dial Cordy & Associates, Inc.
490 Osceola Avenue
Jacksonville Beach, Florida 32250

Re: Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF) — Manhattan, Kansas Site.
The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) applies to projects where federal technical
or financial assistance is being requested. FPPA provides a process for determining an

impact rating when important farmiands are being considered for conversion to non-
agricultural uses.

Enclosed is Form AD-1006, Farmland Conversion Impact Rating, or Form NRCS-CPA-
106 form corridor projects with the Natural Resources Conservation Service’s (NRCS)
parts completed.

If | can be of any further assistance, please let me know.

Sincerely,

1AY ] e "]‘
ERGER\ MAY 16 2008

Resource Conservationist
DIAL CORDY nnb ASSOCIATES INC
Cc: Lynn Thurlow, Soil Conservationist, NRCS, Salina, Kansas
Kevin Religa, District Conservationist, NRCS, Manhattan, Kansas
Ed Erickson, District Conservationist, NRCS, Westmoreland, Kansas
Bill Gilliam, ASTC(FO), NRCS, Emporia, Kansas

Helping People Help the Land

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Emiployer

G-14



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) ‘ Date Of Land Evaluation Re

quest  3/31/08

£ |
Name Of Project \ational Bio and Agro Defense Facility Federal Agency Involved

Department of Homeland Securily

Proposed Land Use Research Facilily County And State

Riley County, Kansas

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received By NRCS ¢// /28 /2 00%
Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes  No | Acreslrrigated |Average Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply -- do not complete additional parts of this form). X L0 8eo @ <4/73 Ac
Major Crop(s) K 5‘ Ae Farmable Land In Gowt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
271 an .
) / o Acres: G/ G000 % 924 g |Acres: & 7 100 %2/G
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Eval ation Returned By NRCS
R 7/200%
3 _ Alternatwe Site Rating o
PART lll (To be completed by Federal Agency) = — 7 ‘ Ste A Site B She s T
"~ A. Total Acres To Be Converted D|rectly . [20.0 s i
B_ Total Acres To Be Con\_ferged Indireclly e - -25.0 R L -
C. Total Acres In Site 145.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland /0.2,
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 34.8
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted L
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 43
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion P 0 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points) . f
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Slte Assessment Criteria (These cnrer.'a are explamed in 7 CFR 658. 5{b) g Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use i 8 T N . 0 R Sy
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use = |10 8 | __\_ |
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed SN . o ‘20 o - 5| = |l . 1l
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government .20 |0 . 3
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area _— [15 0 e
~ 6. Distance To Urban Support Services b W Ny poE 15 |0 A= i
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 e ' bl =
~ B. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland | 10 10 - 0= ™o
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services . | 5. _ L s . B
; 10 On-Farm Investments y S 120 0
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services By 10 i — -
_ 2 Comgthb@/ With E_x1s[mg Agricultural Use = 1 0 i __1 D |
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 44 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency) i
Rela‘uve Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 707 N
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local s S i Toc : ==
site assessment) f 160 44 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 44 0 0 0
: Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes |:| No H

Reason For Selection:

(See Instructions on reverse side)
This form was eleclronically produced by Nalional Produclion Services Staff

G-15
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| DIAL CORDY

AND ASSOCIATES INC

Environmental Consultants

April 22, 2008

Natural Resources Conservation Service

Canton Service Center

A7 vy Vulllilivividl © CI.II\V\](I.),

Canton, MS 39046-9769
Dear Madam/Sir:

The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is currently preparing a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental consequences
resulting from the site selection, construction, and operation of the proposed National Bio
and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be used to study diseases
categorized as foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives
include six locations in Athens, Georgia, Butner, North Carolina; Flora, Mississippi;
Manhattan, Kansas, Plum Island, New York; and San Antonio, Texas. DHS has
completed form AD-1006, Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for each site and is
requesting review and determination of compliance with the FPPA with the NRCS
Canton Service Center regarding the Flora Industrial Park Site in Flora, MS.

A copy of the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to the Canton Service Center for
additional project review and comment. The attachments to this letter include a soils map
and copy of form AD-1006 for the Flora Industrial Park Site. DHS appreciates your
assistance with this project.

Sincerely,
DIAL CORDY AND ASSOCIATES INC.

/A

Lee Swain
Vice President

L:\Jobs-Jax\1001-1100\07-1039\PDEIS\Cansultation Lirs AprO8\Flora Consultation letterl.doc
April 22,2008

490 OSCEOLA AVENUE * JACKSONVILLE BEACH, FLORIDA 32250
904-241-8821 » FAX 904-241-8885 * E-MAL info@dialcordy.com

OFFICE ALSO IN WILMI@T?JQ, NORTH CAROLINA



U.S. Department of Agriculiture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request

3/31/08

Name Of Project

National Bio and Agro Defense Facility

Federal Agency Involved

Department of Homeland Security

Proposed Land Use pasaarch Facility

County And State

Madison County, Mississippi

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS)

Date Request Received By NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes  No |Acres lrrigated |Average Fam Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional parts of this form). ] ]1|0 0
Major Crop(s) Farmabie Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmiand As Defined in FPPA
Acres: % Acres: %
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned By NRCS
Alternative Site Rating
PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) St A Sie B S C )
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 20.0
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 130.0
C. Total Acres In Site 150.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 0 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART Vi (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 7
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 5
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 0
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 15 10
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 15 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 1
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmiand 10 10
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 5
10. On-Farm Investments 20 6
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 10 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 10
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 54 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment) f 160 54 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 54 0 0 0
. . Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes [ No [E
Reason For Selection:
G-17

(See Instructions on reverse side)
This form was electronically produced by National Production Services Staff

Form AD-1006 (10-83)
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Project Location

National Bio and Agro-Defense
Facility Environmental Impact
Statement (NBAF EIS)

Figure 3.6.5.1-2
Flora Industrial Park
Soils Map

1,000 500 O 1,000 2,000

Source: l:f\lP gnos_, Ugn.#gaturalﬁﬂesourchgs Feet (é@i Home.]_a_nd
onservation Service Soil Survey Geographic = ),
“& Security

{SSURGO) database for Madison and

Hinds County Mississippi 2006.
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United States BDaparbment of Agricuitum

QNRCS

Natural Resources Congervation Servics
175-A Commerclal Parkway

Canton, MS 350464728

§01-858-4272 axL 3

Subject: AD-1006 National Bio and Agro Defense Facility

To: Lee Swain

As requested is enclosed a completed AD-1006. If you need any additional assistance
please contact me at 601-859-4272 ext. 3.

T

Rogerick Thompson
District Conservationist

The RNaturai Resoutces Conservation Service provides ierdership In a parinersiiip effort (o heip paopia
consarve, maintain, end Improve our natural resources 2nd anvironment,

An Egqual Opporgnwrwider and Employer
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agancy) Date Of Land Evaluation Request 534,08
Name OF Project Wm De,fggge,F@lity Federal Agency Involved Departmenl of Homeland Security
Proposed Land Us8 pasearch Facility County And Stste  pyadison County, Mississippi
mﬁf W (fo be ebmﬂietsd by NRCSJ o - -malnﬁmnmraqus KR
unique, statewide tirloeél impﬁham farmland? INo mquguﬁbd . *"ﬁwb‘ﬂm SIah ,
Who F'BaasgPPA dabsnatapp)‘y dofim‘cbmp!els aﬂdﬂlanb?pmmﬂbls'?&w) B/ D l]{"ﬁ L ‘i" : i :
: iMaJor cmpis) o ] :iquﬁieiiia‘Tgi Gow, duisditdion ©
o, & Sorbuaw E 296 %
s, Nam 3 Of L Evnimiﬁon syaﬁm Uud . _igaine O{Lonel. Sfie Assessmett System . im unu"Evdmuaned By RNRCS
MQA N Li . A P ;i ul :I...I R ‘!'.. L ‘.'_:\-I.... : h! . L '_ul NP AR
Alterngtive Site Rating
PART Il {To be complated by Federal Agency) Sie B Sita Sis D
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly
C. Total Acres In Site 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To bo soripiéled by NRCS) Land Evlluation informalion . ", < L s
A TmammsPrimemaumqueFamw .#JJ: N j R 3
B TMMSMGQAMLW&MWF&MW_ - ' L i
e ‘P&mantagamﬂl’aﬂmahdﬂn Coyrity Or Local Gavt, UhltTnlBacmmd ,@4 . RN TR S
mmhmnummmmmsmmamummm L ) FORTEN N A
PARTVﬁuM&MMdbyNRCS} -Lantl Evshssition Critarion et ';n L b o " s
' ' Refative Vuuiobfrnnmam‘:oiaamnw(swwaforé woPdima) a Wig L R AR NN KRR TNTIE
PART VI (To be compieted by Federal Agency) Maximum
Slte Assassment Criteria (Thess crfierla are sxplained in 7 CF{? 656.5(4) Paints
1. Area In Nonurban Uss o 15 7
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 5
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 0
4. Protectlon Provided By State And Lacal Government 20 (o}
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 15 10
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 15 0
7. Stze Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Avarage 10 1
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 0 |10
9. Avallability Of Farm Support Sarvices : 5 5
10. On-Farm Investments 20 B
11. Effects Of Convarsion On Farm Support Services L1 S L N
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 10 U SRR I
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT FPOINTS 160 54 0 0 0
PART VI {To be complaied by Fadera! Agency)
Relatva Valua Of Farmiand (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0
Tolal Site As Fi Part Vi ab Fa local
sl?e asst:ssm%memr o sbove or a loca 160 54 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 4 0 0 0
, Was & Local Slte Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selaction Yes [l No BB
Reason For Sefection; o o -
(See Instructions on raverse side) G-20 Form AD-1006 (10-23)

This form wae efgclronicelly produced By National Preduclion Services Slar



DIAL CORDY

AND ASSOCIATES INC

Environmental Consultants

April 22, 2008

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Riverhead Service Center

AN £ d N ennr A wrnamszm

L0 \Jl 1111115 MAVOLUC

Riverhead, NY 11901-3011
Dear Madam/Sir:

The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is currently preparing a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental consequences
resulting from the site selection, construction, and operation of the proposed National Bio
and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be used to study diseases
categorized as foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives
include six locations in Athens, Georgia, Butner, North Carolina; Flora, Mississippi;
Manhattan, Kansas, Plum Island, New York; and San Antonio, Texas. DHS has
completed form AD-1006, Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for each site and is
requesting review and determination of compliance with the FPPA with the NRCS
Riverhead Service Center regarding the Plum Island Site in Suffolk County, NY.

A copy of the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to the Riverhead Service Center for
additional project review and comment. The attachments to this letter include a soils map
and copy of form AD-1006 for the Plum Island Site. DHS appreciates your assistance
with this project.

Sincerely,
DIAL CORDY AND ASSOCIATES INC.
boc T

Lee Swain
Vice President

L:\obs-Tax\1001-1100\07-1039\PDEIS\Consultation Lirs AprO8\Plum Is{nd NRCS Consultation letterl.doc
April 22,2008

490 OSCEOLA AVENUE * JACKSONVILLE BEACH, FLORIDA 32250
904-241-8821 » FAX 904-241-8885 * E-MAIL info@dialcordy.com

OFFICE ALSO IN WILMHQ%‘T%%, NORTH CAROLINA



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request

3/31/08

Name Of Project National Bio and Agro Defense Facility

Federal Agency Involved

Department of Homeland Security

Proposed Land Use Rasearch Facility

County And State

Suffolk County, New York

PART 1l (To be completed by NRCS)

Date Request Received By NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes  No |Acres Irrigated |Average Fam Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply -- do not complete additional parts of this form). U J|o 0
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Acres: % Acres: %
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned By NRCS
Alternative Site Rating
PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) St A Ste B Site C Ste D
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 20.0
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 4.0
C. Total Acres In Site 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value
PARTV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 0 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 7
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 5
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 0
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 15 15
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 15 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 0
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 10 10
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 0
10. On-Farm Investments 20 0
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 10 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 10
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 47 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment) ( 160 47 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 47 0 0 0
. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes [ No [
Reason For Selection:
G-22

(See Instructions on reverse side)
This farm was electranicallv nroduced by Nationzal Production Services Qtaff

Form AD-1006 {10-83)



LEGEND

BgB - Bridgehampton silt loam, 2-6% slopes
CpE - Carver and Plymouth sands, 15-35% slopes
CuB - Cut and fill land, gently sloping

Gp - Gravel Pits

HaB - Haven loam, 2-6% slopes
PIC - Plymouth loamy sandy, 8-15% slopes

Project Locatio

Source: NAIP 2005, USDA NRCS 2007

National Bio and Agro-Defense
Facility Environmental Impact
Statement (NBAF EIS)

1,000 500 0 1,000

Figure 3.6.6.1-2
Plum Isalnd Site

Soils Map
Q Homeland [Pa%®
S Security

R

z:/projectsit-2200/maps/allgraphics/FigX.mxd



United States Department of Agriculture

ONRGS

Natural Resources Conservation Service
The Galleries of Syracuse

441 S, Salina Street, Suite 354
Syracuse, New York 13202-2450
Telephone: (315) 477-6505

FAX: (315) 477-6550
email: beth.polge@ny.usda.gov

May 1, 2008

Dial Cordy & Associates Inc.
Lee Swain

490 Osceola Avenue
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250

Re:  National Bio and Agro Defense Facility
NRCS FPPA review

The Farmland Conversion Impact Rating Form (NRCS-AD-1006) for the project cited above is
attached for your use with sections Il and IV filled out. Thanks for completing section I & TII.

Also enclosed is an Excel spreadsheet that shows the values for each of the soils and the final
result (weighted average) that was entered on the AD-1006. T hope you find everything in order.

If you have any question, please do not hesitate to call.

; L,

Ay -

Y STA. eyl
’ A

A

Beth Polge
FPPA Project Specialist

Ce: Allan Connell, District Conservationist, NRCS, Riverhead, NY

Helping People Help the Land

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employar

G-24



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

Dale Of Land Evaluation Request 3/31/08

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Name OfProiect National Bio and Agro Defense Facility Federal Agency Involved

Proposed Land Use Research Facility
PART Il (To be completed by NRCS)

Does the site conlaln pnme unique, statewnde or Iocal important farmland’? Yes
(If no, the FPPA does not apply do not complete additional parts of this form). X

‘Maijor Crop(s) ‘ Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction

Depariment of Homeland Security

County And Stale g ¢ County, New York

| Date Request Received By NRCS

No JAcres Imgated Avelage Fam Size

T #5538l e 4R

Amount Of Farmiand As Defined inEFPPA

e e e Acres: 3 |27 % 5.¥5 Awes: 30| Y5 %320
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 'Name Of Local Site Assessment System ‘ Date Land Evaluation Retumed By NRCS
Ju f;u‘l: . Noae & =i OF

PART lll (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Allernative Site Rating

Site A Site C Site D

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 20.0

B. Tolal Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 4.0 _

C. Total Acres In Site 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Inforrnatlon ‘
A Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmiland BN P e % A

B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland — R F o IS et

_C Percen!age Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Ur_nt To To Be Converted — ‘ |

D. Percentage Of Farmland In Gowt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 3
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion P ) 0 -3 0 0

Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points) l’f C !

PART VI (To be comipleted by Federal Agency) Maximum
Sile Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658,5(b) Points

1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 7

2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 5

3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 0

4. Proleclion Provided By State And Local Government 20 0

5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 15 15

6. Distance To Urban Supporl Services 15 0

7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 0

8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 10 10

9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 0

10. On-Farm Investmenis 20 0

11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Suppor Services 10 0

12. Compatlibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 10

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT FOINTS 160 47 0 0 0
PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0

Total Site As ent (From Pan VI above or g local

it dbeasie daddl 160 47 0 0 0

TOTAL POINTS (Tolal of above 2 lines) 260 47 0 0 0

. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes [ No [H
Reason Far Selection:
(See Instructions on reverse side) Form AD-1006 (10
Tis form was elecironically produced by Natonal Production Services Staft (5-25
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1 DIAL CORDY

AND ASSOCIATES INC

Environmental Consultants

April 22, 2008

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Oxford Service Center

1AL Ahnson Qiwennd
190U Lviaill DU CUL

Oxford, NC 27565-3353
Dear Madam/Sir:

The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is currently preparing a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental consequences
resulting from the site selection, construction, and operation of the proposed National Bio
and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be used to study diseases
categorized as foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives
include six locations in Athens, Georgia; Butner, North Carolina; Flora, Mississippi,
Manhattan, Kansas; Plum Island, New York; and San Antonio, Texas. DHS has
completed form AD-1006, Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for each site and is
requesting review and determination of compliance with the FPPA with the NRCS
Oxford Service Center regarding the Umstead Research Farm Site in Butner, NC.

A copy of the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to the Oxford Service Center for
additional project review and comment. The attachments to this letter include a soils map
and copy of form AD-1006 for the Umstead Research Farm Site. DHS appreciates your
assistance with this project.

Sincerely,
DIAL CORDY AND ASSOCIATES INC.

L‘/%(./C._————f"

Lee Swain
Vice President

L:\Jobs-Jax\1001-1100\07-1039\PDEIS\Consultation Ltrs Apr08\Umstead NRCS Consultation letter].doc
April 22, 2008

490 OSCEOLA AVENUE ® JACKSONVILLE BEACH, FLORIDA 32250
904-241-8821 * Fax 904-241-8885 ¢ E-MAIL info@dialcordy.com

OFFICE ALSO IN WILMI%’I%ZI, NORTH CAROLINA



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request 3/31/08

Name Of Project \jational Bio and Agro Defense Facility

Federal Agency Involved Department of Homeland Security

Proposed Land Use pagearch Facility

Counly And State  5ranyille County, North Carolina

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS)

Date Request Received By NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes  No |Acres Irrigated |Average Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply -- do not complete additional parts of this form). O []1}o0 0
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmiand As Defined in FPPA
Acres: % Acres: %
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned By NRCS
Alternative Site Rating
PART il (To be completed by Federal Agency) Ste A Site B Ste G SteD
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 20.0
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 229.0
C. Total Acres In Site 249.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 0 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 11
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 10
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 6
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 15 15
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 15 10
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 10
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 10 10
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 5
10. On-Farm Investments 20 4
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 10 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 10
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 91 0 0 0
PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment) ( 160 91 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 91 0 0 0
. . Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes [ No H
Reason For Selection:
G-28

(See Instructions on reverse side)
This form was electronically produced by National Production Services Staff

Form AD-1006 (10-83)



LEGEND

7| GeB - Georgeville silt loam, 2-6% slopes
GeC - Georgeville silt loam, 6-10% slopes
HrB - Herndon silt loam, 2-6% slopes
HrC - Herndon silt loam, 6-10% slopes
LmB - Lignhum slit loam, 2-6% slopes
TaE Tatum slit Ioam 10 -25% sIo

Project Location

Natlgpal Blo_and Agro-Defense Figure 3.6.7.1-2
Facility Environmental Impact
Statement (NBAF EIS)

Umstead Research Farm Site
Soils Map

1000500 O 1,000 2,000
P
S . . '“r"r\
FourcE AP, 00, S0 el Respurces Feet @ Homeland
(SSURGO) database for Granville Co, \%m A Securlty

North Carolina 2006.

z:/projectsiAt-2200/maps/allgraphics/Figx. mxd




U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)  Date Of Land Evaluation Requesl  5/34/9g

Federal Agency Involved

Name Of Project \jational Bio and Agro Defense Facility Department of Homeland Security

Proposed Land Use pegearch Facility  County And State  Granyille Gounty, North Carolina

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received By NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes No |Acres Irrigated | Average Famm Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply -- do not complete additional parts of this form). [11]0 0
a or Crop(s) h Farmable Land, In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
AIF (,JDDG/:—C-( o < -/7‘9 ver Acres: A (s % Acres: %

Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned By NRCS

PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) Allernative Site Rating

Mol ' T g v _ SiteA <’7 SteB | SiteC |  SiteD
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly o ~ |200 -y d ! -
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly . e [228.0 ‘ L | -
C. Total Acres In Site 249.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 113,77
B. Total Acres Slatewide And Local Important Farmland joy. o
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted -
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 0 0 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessmenl Criteria ( These cntena are exp.’amed in7 CEF{ §58 5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use o S s TN L t: 1 i: i
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use = o 10 [l - o
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed |20 6 =1 .
4, F’rgtghqn Provided i By State A_n_d_LQpaI Govemment 20 0
5. Distance From  Urban Builtup Area e il 15 5 =
6. Distance ToﬁUrban Support Services 15 R [ B e
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 |10 — B
8. Creatlon Of Nonfarmable Farmland . 10 o 3. =
] Avallablmy Of Fargl §ypp0rl Serwces . i 5 5 e —rly - —
10. On-Farm Investments o 20 4 e WP —2¢
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services == ‘ 10 g _ -
12 Compatlblllty With Existing Agricultural Use =3 per - 11 i -
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 ‘91 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be compfeted by Federal Agency) ‘ 1
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local R _‘ == e
sf(r)eaasslgssr??sénr) : 160 | 91 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 ‘91 0 i 0 0
' Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selechon Yes [1 No
Reason For -Sele-ction: 7 ) o = - — 7 =
(See Instructions on reverse side) Form AD-1006 (10-83)
This form was electronically produced by National Produclion Services Staff G-30
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Soil Map—Granville County, North Carolina

National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility EIS

Map Unit Legend

Granville County, North Carolina (NC077)
Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
GeB Georgeville silt loam, 2 to 6 61.7 251%
percent slopes
GeC Georgeville silt loam, 6 to 10 11.1 4.5%
percent slopes
HrB Hemdon sift loam, 2 to 6 percent 52.0 21.2%
slopes
HrC Herndon silt loam, 6 to 10 5.4 2.2%
percent slopes
LmB Lignum silt loam, 2 to 6 percent 86.7 35.3%
slopes
NaB Nason gravelly loam, 2to 6 0.0 0.0%
percent slopes
TakE Tatum loam, 10 to 25 percent 28.7 11.7%
slopes
Totals for Area of Interest (AOI) 2457 100.0%
USDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 2.0 4/28/2008
Conservation Service National Cooperalive Soil Survey Page 30f3

G-33



| DIAL CORDY

| AND ASSOCIATES INC

Environmental Consultants

April 22, 2008

Natural Resources Conservation Service
San Antonio Service Center
TNV T L Thrensrn Qe A ENT7
I VN B W uu1a115u DULLC AA-2JvV 7/

San Antonio, TX 78206-1203
Dear Madam/Sir;

The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is currently preparing a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental consequences
resulting from the site selection, construction, and operation of the proposed National Bio
and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be used to study diseases
categorized as foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives
include six locations in Athens, Georgia, Butner, North Carolina; Flora, Mississippi;
Manhattan, Kansas, Plum Island, New York; and San Antonio, Texas. DHS has
completed form AD-1006, Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for each site and is
requesting review and determination of compliance with the FPPA with the NRCS San
Antonio Service Center regarding the Texas Research Park Site in San Antonio, TX.

A copy of the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to the San Antonio Service Center for
additional project review and comment. The attachments to this letter include a soils map
and copy of form AD-1006 for the Texas Research Park Site. DHS appreciates your
assistance with this project.

Sincerely,

DIAL CORDY AND ASSOCIATES INC.

\,//,/L_,f/

Lee Swain
Vice President

L:\Jobs-Jax\1001-1100\07-1039\PDEIS\Consultation Ltrs AprO8\TRP NRCS Consultation letterl.doc
April 22,2008

490 OSCEOLA AVENUE ® JACKSONVILLE BEACH, FLORIDA 32250
904-241-8821 ° Fax 904-241-8885 ¢ E-MAIL info@dialcordy.com

OFFICE ALSO IN WILM]%, NORTH CAROLINA



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request 3/31/08

Name Of Project National Bio and Agro Defense Facility

Federal Agency Involved o tment of Homeland Security

Proposed Land Use posearch Facility

County And State  gayar County, Texas

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS)

Date Request Received By NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland?

Yes No |[Acres Irrigated |Average Fam Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply — do not complete additional parts of this form). U] (]1]0 0

Major Crop(s)
Acres:

Famable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction

Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
% Acres: %

Name Of Land Evaluation System Used

Name Of Local Site Assessment System

Date Land Evaluation Returned By NRCS

Alternative Site Rating
PART lil (To be completed by Federal Agency) Ste A Site B Sie G SieD
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 20.0
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 80.0
C. Total Acres In Site 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unigue Farmiand
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Vaiue
PARTYV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 0 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 11
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 8
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 0
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 15 15
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 15 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 0
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 10 10
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 5
10. On-Farm Investments 20 0
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 10 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 10
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 59 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Reiative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment) { 160 59 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 59 0 0 0
Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes [J No [
Reason For Selection:
G-35

(See Instructions on reverse side)
This form was electronically produced by National Production Services Staff

Form AD-1006 (10-83)
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AuC - Austin silty clay, 1-3% slopes
BpC - Whitewright clay loam, 1-5% slopes
BrD - Brackett gravelly clay loam, 1-5% slope
4| DsC - Duval fine sandy loam, 3-5% slopes, eroded
RkD - Real and Kerrville soils, 1-8% slopes
| TaB- Eckrant cobbly clay, 1-5% slopes

National Bio and Agro-Defense
Facility Environmental Impact
Statement (NBAF EIS)

Figure 3.6.8.1-2
Texas Research Park Site
Soils Map

2,000 1,000 O 2,000

Project Location e —— —
ré@'\a Homeland
Source: NAIP 2005, USDA NRCS ksﬁ*q“wf Securlty

Bexar and Medina Counties TX, 2007.

z:/projectsiAt-2200/maps/allgraphics/Figx. mxd




United States Department of Agriculture

101 8. Main Street

Temple, TX 76501-6624

Phone; 254-742-9861
u FAX: 254-742-9859

Natural Resources Conservation Service

August 14, 2008

Dial Cordy and Associates, Inc.

490 Osceola Avenue

Jacksonville Beach, Florida 32250
Attention: Lee Swain, Vice President

Subject: LNU--Farmland Protection
National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility
Bexar and Medina Counties, Texas

We have reviewed the information provided concerning the proposed National
Bio and Agro-Defense Facility, Bexar and Medina Counties, Texas, as outlined in
your letter dated April 22, 2008. This is part of the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) evaluation for the Department of Homeland Security. We have
evaluated the proposed area as required by the Farmland Protection Policy Act
(FPPA).

The proposed project does contain soils classified as Important Farmland, and
we have completed Parts Il, IV, and V of the Farmland Conversion Impact Rating
form (AD-1006) that you provided to us. The combined rating of the site is 74.
The FPPA law states that sites with a rating less than 160 will need no further
consideration.

We have attached the completed AD-1006 form. We apologize for the delay in
our response. Thank you for the resource materials you submitted to help in our
evaluation. If you have any questions please call Laurie Kiniry at (254) 742-9861,
Fax (254)-742-9859.

Sincerely,

C?f'{ (\/ UU’,‘L" LL’ ,¢<’{- /,]/t/ (, /"1\/?

Laurie N. Kiniry
Soil Scientist

Enclosure
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

' Date Of Land Evaluation Request 3/31/08

Name OF Project \iational Bio and Agro Defense Facility

' Federal Agency Involved

Department of Homeland Security

Proposed Land Use Research Facility

County And State

Bexar County, Texas

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received By NRCS L /2 < / c8
— Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes, No |Acreslrrigated |Average Fam Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply -- do not complete additional parts of this form). B/ O |27 / p?) o/ 5( y s /B 59
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
gy et ire or Lui‘/‘-—' ; ’
e sergn Acres: §% 0 ¥ 97 ff % 70 Acres: 507,227 %t F
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluafion Returned By NRCS
J_ESA N/ A /14105
ted by Federal L T e =2 _Alternative Site Rating
_PART W (Tf comimfe_e_ - ,iw), Site A Site B | Site C Site D
‘A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly e - 200
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 5 180.0 o gt i .
C. Total Acres In Site 100.0 0.0 |00 jo0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluatron Informatlon
' A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland Gy | = L
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland Lo
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted a0 %
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value D %
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion o /5' 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points) 7 9
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria ( These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use o 15 11 e = N el
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use - . w8 | e b S
3. Percent Of Site Belng f_arrmed = 20 0 B =
4. Protec’uon Provided By State And Local Government 20 |0 o
5. Drstance From Urban Bmltup Area e =t 15 15
6. Drstance To Urban Support Services " - B 0 B
7. §Ee Qf Present Farm Unit Comﬂar_ed_ To f\verage — 10 0
8. Crealion Of Nonfarmable Farmlgn_d___ b :13 |10 o
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services - 5 e = T
10. On-Farm Investments - o 2 0 .
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm S_u_@ort Se_zﬂces - 1(_) 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use B Mg g e =
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS ‘ 160 59 0 0 0
PART VIl ( To be completed by Federal Agency) ‘
* Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 /0’ / 5 0 0 0 i
Total Site A: ment (From Part VI above or a focal " A e
D 160 59 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 )5{ 7L/.- 0 0 0
: ‘ Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: r Date Of Selectlcm r Yes O No
Reas&rﬁ:r Selectlor g o ) - '
(See Instructions on reverse side) G-38 Form AD-1006 (10-83)

This form was electronically produced by Nalional Preducuon Services Staff



Section 404 of the Clean Water Act




Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

Consultation Initiated Supplemental Contact Agency Response
South Milledge Avenue Site Phone call to U.S. Army Corps of
Alternative April 23, 2008 Engineers, Savannah District on pending

October 21, 2008

Manhattan Campus Site
Alternative

None required

Flora Industrial Park Site
Alternative

July 23, 2007

November 7, 2007
July 25, 2007

Plum Island Site Alternative

None required

Umstead Research Park Site
Alternative

February 25, 2008

Phone call to U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Wilmington District
on October 21, 2008

pending

Texas Research Park Site
Alternative

None required
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Mutter & Associates, [nc.
360 Hawthorne Lane
Athens, GA 306065-2152

P (706) 354-7925
m F (706 354-7928
e, N U tterT ne, com

Nutter & Associates

environmental consultants

April 23, 2008

Edward Johnson, Chief

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Attn. CESAS-RD-P (Johnson)
1590 Adamson Parkway, Suite 200
Morrow, Georgia 30260-1777

Subject: Request for Jurisdictional Determination, University of Georgia, Clarke
County, Georgia. Project No. 07-075.

Dear Mr. Johnson:

On behalf of the University of Georgia, Nutter & Associates is submitting this letter, a
Request for Jurisdictional Determination form, the attached technical memorandum, and
supporting documentation to you requesting a verification of a delineation of jurisdictional
wetlands and waters of the U.S. The subject site is the proposed Athens, Georgia location
for the Department of Homeland Security’s National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF),
located in Clarke County, Georgia.

The property investigated consists of 126 acres, of which approximately 67.4 acres are
proposed for the NBAF site. The area investigated lies west of the intersection of South
Milledge Avenue and Whitehall Road and northeast of the Middle Oconee River. The site
investigation was conducted by Nutter & Associates on November 9 and December 13 and
14, 2007. Detailed findings are presented in the technical memorandum.

Nutter & Associates delineated 1.60 acres of wetlands comprised of 4 discrete wetland
polygons on the NBAF site. Three of the wetland polygons lie along a second-order,
unnamed tributary of the Middle Oconee River that flows northeast to southwest outside of
the southeastern boundary of the NBAF site. The only man-made impoundment located
within the area of investigation is a 1.57 acre pond located on this tributary. Three beaver
dams impound water upstream from the pond. The remaining wetland lies along a
first-order westward-flowing stream within the western part of the NBAF site boundary.
Finally, there are approximately 5,479 linear feet of jurisdictional streams on the NBAF site,
consisting of fourteen stream segments.
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Edward Johnson, Chief

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
April 23, 2008

Page 2

Nutter & Associates and the University of Georgia appreciate your prompt attention this
matter. If the USACE wishes to conduct an on-site inspection, we would be happy to
accompany you during the inspection. If you have any questions, please contact me.
Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

NUTTER & ASSOCIATES

Wﬁﬁw

Dennis B. O'Connell, Ph.D., P.GG.
Professional Geologist, Principal

oTch Mr. Kevin Kirsche, University of Georgia
Mr. Steve Dial, Dial Cordy

enc.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

VICKSBURG DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
4155 CLAY STREET
VICKSBURG, MISSISSIPPI 39183-3435
REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF: November 7, 2007

Operations Division
Regulatory X
SUBJECT: Department of the Army Regulatory Requirements-
Madison County Economic Development Authority

Mr. Walt Dinkelacker
Wildlife Technical
Services, Incorporated
Post Office Box 820188
Vicksburg, Mississippi 39182-0188

Dear Mr. Dinkelacker:

This letter is regarding your request for a determination
of Department of the Army regulatory requirements for unspecified
development on an approximately 155-acre tract of land located in
sections 5 and 8, T8N-RlW, Madisen County, Mississippi.

Based on the information provided, and on a site visit
conducted on November 6, 2007, it appears that there are
jurisdictional areas on the property subject to regulation
pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The approximate
extent of potential waters of the United States within the
boundary of the property as described in your letter is depicted
on the enclosed preliminary map (enclosure). Any work, involving
the discharge of dredged or fill material (land clearing,
filling, leveeing, etc.) within jurisdictional waters will
require a Department of the Army Section 404 permit prior to
beginning work. Please be advised that this is a preliminary
determination for planning purposes only.

For your information, an application packet with instructions
may be obtained at our official Regulatory Program webpage:
http://www.mvk.usace.army.mil/offices/od/odf/main.htm. An
application for work in waters of the United States should be
submitted at least 120 days in advance of the proposed starting
date. In order to expedite the evaluation process, please refer
to Identification No. MVK-2007-872 when submitting the
application.
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If you have any questions regarding this preliminary
jurisdictional determination, please contact Mr. Joshua Carpenter
of this office, telephone (601) 631-7815, fax (601) 631-5459 or
e-mail address: regulatory@mvk02.usace.army.mil

Sincerely,

| "')ﬂ-twﬂb(f‘ D I{ L\_C\

enneth P. Mosley
Chief, Enforcement Section
Regulatory Branch

Enclosure
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us e o Jurisdictional Determination
Madison County Economic Development Authority

Sections 5 & 8, TBN-R1W, Madison County, Mississippi

0 1930w W gow

90"19'30"W 20*190"W

1:12,000
e ——— e —— Vicksburg District, CE

Preliminary JD

Legend

1 Approx. Property Boundary

i

=nu=imns Relatively Permanent Waters (~480 L.F)
« w w Non-relatively Permanent Waters (~810 L.F.)
[ | Non-urisdictional Impoundments




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

VICKSBURG DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
4155 CLAY STREET
VICKSBURG, MISSISSIPPI 39183-3435
REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF:

July 25, 2007
Operations Division

SUBJECT: Madison County Economic Development Authority-
Flora Industrial Park, 155.00 acres, Sections 5 and 8, TBN-R1W,
Madison County, Mississippi

Mr, Walt Dinkelacker

Wildlife Technical Services, Incorporated
Post Office Box 820188

Vicksburg, Mississippi 39182-0188

N

Dear Mr. Dinkelacker:

We received your correspondence, subject as above, on
July 23, 2007. While we are working diligently to reply to you
in a timely manner, please be aware that this office is
experiencing an unusually heavy workload at this time. For ease
of reference, we assigned your correspondence identification
number MVK-2007-872. Please refer to this number should you
write or call us about your request.

If you have any questions about the status of your request,
please call this office at (601) 631-5064 or (601) 631-7071.

Sincerely,

@malb{.,ﬂ

Kenneth P. Mosley
Regulatory Branch

G-46



WITHERS & RAVENEL

ENGINEERS | PLANNERS | SURVEYORS

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

DATE 4JOB NO. .
111 MacKenan Drive 1 Cary, North Carolina 27511 2-25-0§ 0A6FeS EF
ATTENTION
tel: 919.469.3340 1 fax: 919.535.4545 52/6_ /4/6/’76}/61’“
www.withersravenel.com
p “WBAE  Spncdff Athes.
o .S 4&%‘/ ﬂﬂ/fe’ o[ /(jj/u’/ﬂéef)'
553/ //a« /,4&, Tinde ?\,e, Ve
ZZ//? Foest, /[/(’/ yritia
. WE ARE SENDING YOU [1 Attached [ Under separate cover via the following items:
[1 Shop drawings [l Prints O Plans [J Samples [1 Specifications
Ei Copy of letter [0 Change order O Diskette O
COPIES DATE NO. DESCRIPTION
. ey
4 - OF_F ke,
THESE ARE TRANSMITTED as checked below:
3 For approval [0 Approved as submitted [0 Resubmit copies for approval
[J For your use [0 Approved as noted [0 Submit copies for distribution
> [0 As requested O Returned for corrections 1 Return corrected prints

{0 For review and comment (|

[0 FOR BIDS DUE 20

REMARKS

[0 PRINTS RETURNED AFTER LOAN TO US

/ézfd_,/

Flae  [fet Lum) ’ﬁ”"‘. Netd sty Hors
Lhe . Fhuse _[thon 7 /qfézg S’W@J./ 4
%mﬂ%
Loder Tiasiha
COPY TO

@ 40% Pre-Consumer Content + 10% Post-Consumer Content

SIGNED: »’% 7%—.%

It enclosures are not as noﬁﬁf"Zinmy notify us at once.
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Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act




Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

Consultation Initiated

Supplemental Contact

Agency Response

South Milledge Avenue Site
Alternative

April 7, 2008

May 16, 2008

Manhattan Campus Site
Alternative

November 30, 2007

Consultation letter sent on behalf
of DHS on April 7, 2008

December 6, 2007
December 13, 2007

Flora Industrial Park Site
Alternative

April 20, 2007

Consultation letter sent on behalf
of DHS on April 7, 2008

April 27, 2007

Plum Island Site Alternative

April 7, 2008

August 20, 2008

Umstead Research Park Site
Alternative

April 7, 2008

Phone call to Raleigh Field
Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service on October 21, 2008

QOctober 22, 2008

Texas Research Park Site
Alternative

April 7, 2008

Phone call to Austin Field Office,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
on October 21, 2008

ongoing
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DIAL CORDY

AND ASSOCIATES I'INC

Envirorimental Consultanis

7 April 2008

USFWS Georgia Field Office
Attn: Sandy Tucker

West Park Center

105 West Park Drive, Suite D
Athens. GA 30606

Dear Ms. Tucker:

On behalf of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), | am requesting informal
consultation with the US Fish and Wildlife Service regarding the proposed construction
of the National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). DHS is currently preparing a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental
consequences resulting from the site selection, construction, and operation of the
proposed NBAF. The NBAF would be used to study diseases categorized as foreign
animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives include six locations in
Athens. Georgia: Butner, North Carolina: Flora, Mississippi: Manhattan, Kansas: Plum
Island, New York: and San Antonio. Texas. I am requesting informal consultation with
the Georgia Field Office regarding the Athens, Georgia site alternative.

To assist with the preparation of the DEIS. please evaluate the subject property lor
potential conflicts with federally listed species and/or critical habitat that may occur in the
area. A copy of the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to the Georgia Field Office for
additional project review and comment. The attachments to this letter include a
description of the project, descriptions of project area habitats, and maps showing the
location of the project area. | appreciate your assistance with this project.

Sincerely,

S Lrote

Rahlff Ingle
Senior Ecologist
Dial Cordy & Associates Inc.

Finst UNION BUILDING, SUITE 601 # 201 NORTH FRONT STREET * WILMINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA 28401
910-251-9790 * FAX 910-251-9409 » E-nmarl info@dialcordy.com
OFFICES JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA * CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
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NATIONAL BIO AND AGRO-DEFENSE FACILITY
ATHENS, CLARKE COUNTY, GEORGIA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

In response to US Department of Homeland Security (DHS), US Department of Agriculture
(USDA), Agricultural Research Service (ARS), and Animal & Plant Health Inspection Service
(APHIS) mission requirements, the DHS has proposed the construction and operation of the
National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be an approximately
500.000-520,000 square foot facility designed and operated 1o study diseases categorized as
foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases (diseases transmitted from animals: to
humans). The NBAF would provide the necessary biological safety and biocontainment
infrastructure for 250-350 scientists and support staff to research and develop diagnostics for. and
countermeasures to, high-consequence biological threats involving foreign animal and zoonotic
diseases. The DHS anticipates that the facility would focus on foot and mouth disease, classical
swine fever, African swine fever, Rift Valley fever, Nipah virus, Hendra virus. contagious bovine
pleuropneumonia, and Japanese encephalitis.

ATHENS SITE DESCRIPTION

The Athens site is located west of the South Milledge Avenue/Whitehall Road intersection in
Athens-Clarke County, Georgia. The site is an approximately 66-acre tract of land that is owned
by the University of Georgia. Approximately 80 percent of the site consists of fenced pasture that
is utilized by the University of Georgia as a grazing area for livestock. Groundcover within the
pasture area is dominated by cultivated forage grasses. Natural forested communities occur on the
extreme northwestern, western, and southwestern portions of the property. Forested areas consist
primarily of dry-mesic oak-hickory forest. Typical overstory species include white oak (Quercus
alba), southern red oak (Quercus falcata), water oak (Quercus nigra). pignut hickory (Carva
glubra), mockernut hickory (Carya alba). yellow poplar (Liriodendron tulipifera), and sweet-
gum (Liquidambar styraciflua). Understory trees and shrubs include beech (Fugus grandifolia).
flowering dogwood, hop-hornbeam (Ostrya virginiuna), winged elm (Ulmus wlata), red maple
(Acer rubrum), chalk maple (Acer leucoderme), painted buckeye (Aesculus svivatica). and
sparkleberry (Vaccinium arboreum). Portions of the forested areas are inside the pasture fence
line, and livestock have compacted soils and eliminated the herbaceous stratum in these areas.
Herbaceous species are very sparse lo absent in the remaining forested areas, with groundcover
consisting primarily of leaf litter.

The property contains three small perennial headwater stream segments, all of which originate
within the boundaries of the site. These tributaries eventually discharge into the Middle Oconee
River approximately 1.700 feet southwest of the NBAF site. A small (0.01 acre) alluvial
hardwood forest community occurs on the narrow floodplain associated with one of the stream
segments. Overstory trees include red maple, green ash (Fraxinus pemnsylvanica), sweel-gum.
water oak. and river birch (Betula nigra). Understory trees and shrubs include ironwood
(Carpinus caroliniana), Chinese privet (Ligustrum sinense), and hardwood saplings. Scattered
herbaceous species include lurid sedge (Carex lurida), false nettle (Boehmeria cvlindrica), and
smartweed (Polvgonum cepitosum).
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United States Department of the Interior

Fish and Wildlife Service

105 West Park Drive, Suite D
Athens, Georgia 30606

3 i Coastal Sub Office
Mg 4270 Norwich Street

P.O. Box 52560 08 i =
Ft. Benning, Georgia 31995-2560 MAY 162 Brunswick, Georgia 31520

Mr. Rahlff Ingle

Dial Cordy and Associates
First Union Building, Suite 601
201 North Front Street
Wilmington. NC 28401

Re: FWS Log Number: NG-08-435-Clar
Dear Mr. Ingle:

Thank you for providing information about the National Bio and Agro-Defense facility
(NBAF). The NBAF would be used to study diseases categorized as forei an animal
diseases and zoonotie diseases. You requested our evaluation of the proposed Athens,
Georgia site in regard to potential conflicts with federally listed species and/or critical
habitat that may oceur in the area. We are providing the following comments as part of
our informal consultation in accordance with section 7a) (2) of the Endangered Speciex

AT PY 5 as alnended, (1 USC 1331 et seq. )

No critical habitat for federally listed species is present in Clarke County; therefore
critical habitat is not a concern for the Athens location of the NBAF. From our review of
the Project Deseription. Athens Site Description, and maps included in your letter, and
our knowledge of the arca. we don’t expect federally listed species to oceur on the project
site or immediate vieinity.

Thank you for the epportunity to comment on your project. Please call Deborah Harris
(706-613-9493 ext 224) if you have any questions.

Sandra S, Tucker
Field Sunervisor
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November 30, 2007

Sponsored Programs
102 Fairchild Hall

> Manhattan, KS 66506-1103
James Larson 785.532.6195

Ecologist Fax: 785-532-2983
Kansas DeEartment of Wildlife and Parks

412 SE 25" Avenue

Pratt, KS 67124

Mr. Larson:

Kansas State University (K-State) would like to request an environmental review of the
land parcel that is being considered by the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) as
the National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF) location.  There are five other
locations being considered across the country. DHS’s contractor is currently conducting
the NEPA required environmental impact study on the KSU site (as well as on the five
other sites) and has asked K-State to make this environmental review request. NBAF
will be a high-containment facility for the study of zoonotic and high-consequence
animal diseases. The facility will be designed to help DHS fulfill its mission of
detecting, preventing, protecting against, and responding to biological and agricultural
threats.

Please find attached:

An aerial map of the site

e A "KS_ project Description” file which contains a conceptualization of what the
NBAF will possibly look like when built,

o A legal description of the site that was included in House Bill 252.

[f you need more information or you have questions, please contact Mary Lou Marino in

our Research and Sponsored Programs Office at 785-532-3211. Thank you for
considering this request.

Sincerely,

F e

James A. Guikema, Ph.D.
Associate Vice President for Research
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Kansas Ecological Services Field Office
2609 Anderson Avenue
Manbattan, Kansas 66502-2801

December 13, 2007

R. W. Trewyn

Vice President for Research
President, KSU Research Foundation
108 Anderson Hall

Manhattan, KS 66506-0113

RE: Proposed NBAF Facility 64411-2008-B-0123
Dear Mr. Trewyn:

This is in response to your November 28, 2007 letter requesting threatened and endangered
species and sensitive resources information relative to the proposed construction by the
Department of Homeland Security of a National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility on the Kansas
State University campus, in Riley County, Kansas. The location for this project is S36-T9S-R7E.
The following information is provided for your consideration.

In accordance with section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act, we have determined that the
federally-listed endangered Topeka shiner (Notropis topeka), least tem (Sterna antillarum), and
the threatened piping plover (Charadrius melodus) may occur in suitable habitats in Riley
County. The Topeka shiner occurs in Wildcat Creek and Deep Creek, both near the Manhattan
vicinity. The two bird species seasonally utilize sandbar habitats in the Kansas River, south and
east of town. No habitats suitable for any of these species occurs on the site proposed for this
project. The review process should assess whether any phase of project construction or
operation, including the possibility of accidental escape of any pathogens housed at the facility,
could adversely affect these species or their habitats.

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act prohibits the taking, killing, possession, transportation, and
importation of migratory birds, their eggs, parts, and nests, except when specifically authorized
by the Department of the Interior. Takings could result from projects in prairies, wetlands,
stream and woodland habitats, and those that oceur on bnidges and other structures if swallow or
phoebe nests are present. While the provisions of MBTA are applicable year-round, most
mugratory bird nesting activity in Kansas occurs during the period of April 1 to July 15.
However, some migratory birds are known to nest earlier than this (e.g., hawks and owls) and
some later (e.g., goldfinches). If construction of the proposed project will occur during the
nesting season in habitat capable of supporting bird nesting, I recommend a field survey during
the nesting season of the affected habitats and structures to determine the presence of active
nests. Our office should be contacted immediately for further guidance if a field survey identifies
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the existence of one or more active bird nests that you believe cannot be avoided temporally or
spatially by the planned activities.

Invasive species have been identified as a major factor in the decline of native flora and fauna
and impact aquatic resources. Invasive species of particular concern in Kansas include the zebra
mussel (Dreissena polymorpha), Eurasian watermitfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum), purple
loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria), johnsongrass (Sorghum halapense), sericea lespedeza (Lespedeza
cuneata), saltcedar (Tamarix spp.), and reed canarygrass (Phalaris arundinacea). Additional
information on aquatic invasive species in Kansas can be found on KDWP’s website

http://www kdep.state.ks.us/news/fishing/aquatic_nuisance_species Executive Order 13112
Section 2(3) directs Federal agencies to not authorize, fund, or carry out actions that it believes
are likely to cause or promote the introduction or spread of invasive species in the U.S. or
elsewhere and to ensure that all feasible and prudent measures to minimize risk of harm will be
taken in conjunction with other actions. Proactive measures to prevent the inadvertent spread of
exotic and invasive species would appear to satisfy this directive. Therefore we recommend the
implementation of the following BMP as a permit condition.

All equipment brought on site will be thoroughly washed to remove dirt, seeds, and plant parts.
Any equipment that has been in any body of water within the past 30 days will be thoroughly
cleaned with hot water greater than 140° F (typically the temperature found at commercial car
washes) and dried for 2 minimum of five days before being used at this project site. In addition,
before transporting equipment from the project site all visible mud, plants and fish and animal
parts will be removed, all water will be eliminated, and the equipment will be thoroughly
cleaned. Anything that came in contact with water will be cleaned and dried following this
procedure.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide input on your proposal. Please contact this office again
if you have additional comments or questions.

Sincerely,

ol | VM

Michael J. LeValley
Field Supervisor

cc! KDWP, Pratt, KS (Environmental Services)
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Jersity of Kansas

Kansas Biological Survey
Mary Lou Marino December 6, 2007
Development Director
Office of Research and Sponsored Programs
102 Fairchild Hall
Kansas State University
Manhattan, KS 66506

RE: National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility
Dear Ms. Marino;

I have conducted a review of available information about the proposed site of the National Bio and Agro-
Defense Facility at Kansas State University and have assessed the potential impacts to rare species and
natural communities. No protected or rare plant or animal species are known to occur at the project site or
within a one-mile radius of the site.

According to a vegetation survey conducted by Dr. Gene Towne on November 27, 2007, the site contains
buildings, pens, and animal holding areas. The vegetation comprises non-native species and weedy native
annuals. The wooded area east of Serum Plant Road comprises early-successional native and non-native
woody species with an understory of non-native and weedy native species. No native natural areas or
sensitive communities were documented on the site.

No permanent, standing water or riparian plant communities occur on the site. The Kansas River is
approximately 2 miles southeast of the proposed project site. This reach of the river is designated as
critical habitat for the Least tern (Sterna antillarum), Piping plover (Charadrius melodus), and Sturgeon
chub (Macrhybopsis gelida). The proposed project is not likely to impact these species. The site does fall
within an area designated as critical habitat for the Bald cagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus). Please contact
the Kansas Dept. of Wildlife and Parks (KDWP) to discuss the project’s potential impacts to this species.

A list of protected and sensitive species known or likely to occur in Riley County can be downloaded
from the KDWP web site at http://www.kdwp.state.ks.us/news/content/pdf//7027. The site does not
appear to contain habitat suitable for any species listed as threatened or endangered, and it does not appear
to contain habitat suitable for any Species in Need of Conservation (SINC).

Please feel free to call me at 785-864-1538 if I can be of further assistance.

Sincerely,

,J enmfer M Dellsle |
Information Manager
Kansas Natural Heritage Inventory

>, Room 106 o Lawrence, K3 66047-3758
{785) 864-1534  www.lkhs. ku.edu
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April 20, 2007

Ms. Kathy Lunceford

United States Fish and Wildlife Services
Jackson Field Office

6578 Dogwood View Parkway, Suite A
Jackson, Mississippi 39213

RE:  Flora Property
Madison County, Mississippi
Phase I Environmental Assessment

Dear Ms. Lunceford:

Our firm is presently preparing a Phase I Environmental Assessment for the
above referenced parcel of land located in Section 5, Township 18 North, Range 1
West, Madison County, Mississippi. The exact location of the property is shown
on the attached U.S.G.S. Flora, Mississippi Quadrangle Map. This assessment is
in anticipation of an industrial development site.

We respectfully request that your office review the location of the project site for
issues of concern to your agency, particularly any issues relative to threatened
and/or endangered plant and animal species, and that a written reply be
forwarded to us with your comments and/ or instructions regarding these issues.

If you require additional information regarding the project extent or the
geographic areas, please feel free to call.

Sincerely,
Lisa Tillotson
Projects Manager

/lct
Encl.

601/634-0097 @ P.O. BOX 820188, VICKSBURG, MISSISSIPPI 39182-0188
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RECEIVED
APR 2.4 2007

ByMsFieidCWCELDLIFE TECHANICAL SERVICES, INC.

April 20, 2007

Ms. Kathy Lunceford

United States Fish and Wildlife Services
Jackson Field Office

6578 Dogwood View Parkway, Suite A
Jackson, Mississippi 39213

RE:  Flora Property
Madison County, Mississippi
Phase | Environmental Assessment

Dear Ms. Lunceford:

Our firm is presently preparing a Phase I Environmental Assessment for the
above referenced parcel of land located in Section 5, Township 18 North, Range 1
West, Madison County, Mississippi. The exact location of the property is shown
on the attached U.S.G.S. Flora, Mississippi Quadrangle Map. This assessment is
in anticipation of an industrial development site.

We respectfully request that your office review the location of the project site for
issues of concern to your agency, particularly any issues relative to threatened
and/or endangered plant and animal species, and that a written reply be
forwarded to us with your comments and/or instructions regarding these issues.

If you require additional information regarding the project extent or the
geographic areas, please feel free to call.

Sincerely,
No foderally listed endanpered,

throatened or candidate species present ﬁ@(:bvl\
(=8

Lisa Tillotson
Projects Manager

. 1eoOl - 031-5257

¥

V.S Fich s
- L »B..’] 601/634-0097 ® P.O. BOX 820188, VICKSBURG, MISSISSIPPI 39182-0188
[ S N - i —————

Date
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DIAL CORDY

AND ASSOCIATES I'INC

Enuironmental Consultants

7 April 2008

USFWS Long Island Field Office
Attn: Steve Papa

3 Old Barto Road

Brookhaven, NY 11719

Dear Mr. Papa:

On behalf of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS). | am requesting informal consultation
with the US Fish and Wildlife Service regarding the proposed construction of the National Bio
and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). DHS is currently preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental consequences resulting from the site
selection, construction, and operation of the proposed NBAF. The NBAF would be used to study
diseases categorized as foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives
include six locations in Athens, Georgia: Butner, North Carolina; Flora, Mississippi: Manhattan,
Kansas: Plum Island, New York: and San Antonio. Texas. | am requesting informal consultation
with the Long Island Field Office regarding the Plum Island, New York site alternative.

To assist with the preparation of the DEIS, DHS is requesting that the US Fish and Wildlife
Service evaluate the subject property for potential conflicts with federally listed species and/or
critical habitat that may occur in the area. A copy of the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to
the Long Island Field Office for additional project review and comment. The attachments to this
letter include a description of the project, descriptions of project area habitats, and maps showing
the location of the site. DHS appreciates your assistance with this project.

Sincerely,

Rahlff Ingle
Senior Ecologist
Dial Cordy & Associates Inc.

FresT UNioN BullDING, SUITE 601 = 201 NorTH FRONT STREET » WILMINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA 28401
910-251-9790 = £ax 910-251-9409 » E-man info@dialcordy,com
OFFICES JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA * CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
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NATIONAL BIO AND AGRO-DEFENSE FACILITY
PLUM ISLAND, SUFFOLK COUNTY, NEW YORK

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

In response to US Department of Homeland Security (DHS). US Department of Agriculture
(USDA), Agricultural Research Service (ARS), and Animal & Plant Health Inspection Service
(APHIS) mission requirements, the DHS has proposed the construction and operation of the
National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be an approximately
500,000-520.000 square foot facility designed and operated to study diseases categorized as
foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases (diseases transmitted from animals to
humans). The NBAF would provide the necessary biological safety and biocontainment
infrastructure for 250-350 scientists and support staff to research and develop diagnostics for, and
countermeasures to, high-consequence biological threats involving foreign animal and zoonotic
diseases. DHS anticipates that the facility would focus on foot and mouth disease. classical swine
fever, African swine fever, Rift Valley fever, Nipah virus, Hendra virus. contagious bovine
pleuropneumonia, and Japanese encephalitis.

PLUM ISLAND SITE DESCRIPTION

The project area is a 24-acre tract of land on Plum Island in Suffolk County. New York. The
project area is immediately east of the existing Plum Island Animal Disease Center and
approximately 300 feet southeast of the western Plum Island shoreline. A substantial portion of
the project area consists of severely disturbed lands that have been impacted by road construction,
sand mining, and other past clearing/earth disturbing activities. The sand mine and other cleared
areas are either devoid of vegetation or contain a sparse to moderately dense coverage of weedy
herbaceous species such as woolly mullein (Verbascum thapsus), broom-sedge (Andropogon
virginicus), seaside goldenrod (Solidago sempervirens), crown vetch (Coronilla varia). and
pokeweed (Phytolucca americana).  Remaining portions of the project area contain a dense
shrub-scrub stratum comprised of native and non-native woody plants. Typical native species
include eastern red cedar (Juniperus virginiana), bayberry (Myrica pennsylvanica).
sassafrass (Sassafras albidum), winged sumac (Rhus copallinum), white oak (Quercus
alba). black cherry (Prunus serotina), black berry (Rubus allgheniensis). and poison ivy
(Toxicodendron radicans). Non-native species include Norway maple (Acer platanoides).
mutliflora rose (Rosa multiflora). Tartarian honeysuckle (Lonicera tatarica). and
Japanese honeysuckle (L. japonica).
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United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Washington, D.C. 20240

AUG 2 0 2008

In Reply Refer To:
ER 08/670

U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Attn: Mr. James V. Johnson

Mail Stop #2100

245 Murray Lane, SW, Building 410
Washington, DC 20528

Dear Mr. Johnson:

The Department of the Interior has reviewed the Department of Homeland Security’s
(DHS) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the National Bio and Agro-
Defense Facility. The Fish and Wildlife Service’s (FWS) Long Island Field Office
(LIFO) has reviewed the National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF) Draft EIS as it
relates to alternatives concerning the Plum Island Animal Disease Center (PIADC), Plum
Island, New York. The Department’s comments are provided below concerning federally
listed species and migratory birds.

As described in the executive summary of this Draft EIS, the DHS has proposed to
augment the United States’ existing research capabilities through construction and
operation of a biosafety level (BSL)-3 and BSL-4 National Bio and Agro-Defense
Facility at one of six alternative sites. The Draft EIS has not identified a preferred
alternative at this time, but examined the construction and operation of a BSL-3 and
BSL-4 facility on Plum Island. The exact dimensions and scale of the project were not
specifically identified in the Draft EIS at this time other than to state that it would be
located in a 24-acre project boundary.

Plum Island is an 840-acre island located about 12 miles southwest of New London,
Connecticut, and 1.5 miles from the northeast tip of Long Island, New York. Itis
government-owned and is currently the site of the PIADC. The proposed construction
area for the NBAF is an approximately 24 acre site directly east of the PIADC, which is
on the western shore of the island. The Draft EIS has identified the proposed project
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boundary as consisting of existing disturbed lands, but land cover maps provided in the
Draft EIS describe it as a2 mix of deciduous forest, woody wetlands, barren lands (rock,
clay, sand), and grasslands and herbaceous cover.

Endangered Species Act Comments

The DHS is consulting with the LIFO pursuant to the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) regarding the potential
impacts of the proposed project on federally listed species. The DHS has indicated that
the proposed upgrades at the PIADC would have no adverse effects on the federally listed
piping plover (Charadrius melodus), roseate tern (Sterna dougallii dougallii), sandplain
gerardia (Agalinus acuta), and seabeach amaranth (4dmaranthus pumilus). Based on the
proposed construction site and operational activities of the NBAF, no further consultation
with the FWS is necessary. The FWS will continue to coordinate with DHS personnel on
continuing existing surveys for endangered species which are undertaken by the FWS in
cooperation with Audubon New York on Plum Island.

Migratory Bird Comments

As mentioned in the Draft EIS, Plum Island is located in an Audubon Important Bird
Area, providing breeding, wintering, and migratory stopover habitat for a number of
species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (40 Stat. 755; 16 U.S.C.
703 et seq.). Plum Island is also included in the Orient Point - Islands Complex which is
a FWS-identified Significant Coastal Habitat. As such, we recommend that the DHS
clarify the information contained in Figure 3.2.2.1.1-1 which depicts the existing land
cover in the proposed project boundary showing several different land covers (mentioned
above) with statements in the Draft EIS that the project boundary contains disturbed
barren lands. Clarification of this would assist us in providing additional comments on
potential impacts to migratory and resident bird species and their habitats. Further, at
such time when the DHS develops site-specific project plans related to the design of the
NBAF building and ancillary structures, the FWS requests further coordination to explore
measures to reduce the potential for avian collisions with these structures.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIS. We hope that our comments

are useful. If you have any questions or require further assistance with these comments,
please contact Steve Papa of the Long Island Field Office at (631) 776-1401. For all
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other inquiries, please contact Ken Havran of the Department’s Office of Environmental
Policy and Compliance at (202) 208-7116.

Sincerely,
Q/he R. Taylor
Director

Office of Environmental Policy
and Compliance
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DIAL CORDY

ANDr ASSOCIATES INC

[=nuirormmental Consulianis

7 April 2008

USFWS Raleigh Field Office
Altn: Pete Benjamin

551-F Pylon Drive

Raleigh, NC 27636

Dear Mr. Benjamin:

On behalf of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), | am requesting informal consultation
with the US Fish and Wildlife Service regarding the proposed construction of the National Bio
and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). DHS is currently preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental consequences resulting from the site
selection. construction, and operation of the proposed NBAF. The NBAF would be used to study
diseases categorized as foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives
include six locations in Athens, Georgia; Butner, North Carolina: Flora, Mississippi: Manhattan,
Kansas: Plum Island. New York: and San Antonio, Texas. | am requesting informal consultation
with the Raleigh Field Office regarding the Butner, North Carolina site alternative.

To assist with the preparation of the DEIS, please evaluate the subject property for potential
conflicts with federally listed species and/or critical habitat that may occur in the arca. A copy of
the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to the Raleigh Field Office for additional project review
and comment. The attachments to this letter include a description of the project. descriptions of
project area habitats, and maps showing the location of the project area. | appreciate your

assistance with this project.
Sincerel;iy E é

Rahlff [ngle
Senior Ecologist
Dial Cordy & Associate Inc.

First Union ButLping, Surme 601 = 201 NORTH FRONT STREET * WILMINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA 28401
910-251-9790 = AX 910-251-9409 = E-MAIL info@dialcordy.com
OFFICES JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA * CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
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NATIONAL BIO AND AGRO-DEFENSE FACILITY
BUTNER, GRANVILLE COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

In response to US Department of Homeland Security (DHS). US Department of Agriculture
(USDA). Agricultural Research Service (ARS), and Animal & Plant Health Inspection Service
(APHIS) mission requirements, DHS has proposed the construction and operation of the National
Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be an approximately 500,000-520.000
square foot facility designed and operated to study diseases categorized as foreign animal
diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases (diseases transmitted from animals to humans). The NBAF
would provide the necessary biological safety and biocontainment infrastructure for 250-350
scientists and support staff to research and develop diagnostics for, and countermeasures to. high-
consequence biological threats involving foreign animal and zoonotic discases. The DHS
anticipates that the facility would focus on foot and mouth disease, classical swine fever. African
swine fever, Rift Valley fever. Nipah virus, Hendra virus, contagious bovine pleuropneumonia.
and Japanese encephalitis.

BUTNER SITE DESCRIPTION

The Butner site is a 250-acre tract of undeveloped woodland within the Umstead Research Farm
property in Butner, Granville County, North Carolina. The site is located approximately 0.7 mile
north of the Old Highway 75 (SR 1004)/Veasey Drive (SR 1120) intersection. The site is
currently owned by North Carolina State University, which manages the property as part of the
North Carolina Department of Agriculture Umstead Research Farm facility. Approximately 90%
of the site is recovering from a recent (2001) clear-cut timber harvest. The clear-cut areas are
currently dominated by very dense thickets of early successional shrub-scrub vegetation. The
shrub-scrub community is characterized by a very dense sapling/shrub stratum that is dominated
by weedy mesic hardwood saplings such as sweet-gum (Liquidambar styraciflua), yellow poplar
(Liriodendron tulipifera), and red maple (Acer rubrum). Additional saplings and shrubs include
loblolly pine (Pinus taeda)., winged-elm (Ulmus alata). persimmon (Diospyros  virginiana).
eastern red cedar (Juniperus virginiana), winged sumac (Rhus copuallina). groundsel tree
(Baccharis halimifolia), and blackberry (Rubus sp.). Weedy herbaceous species have colonized
logging roads and other small areas where soils were severely disturbed by logging operations. A
small area of mature hardwood forest occurs near the northeastern boundary of the site. This
community is a closed-canopy. mesic to dry-mesic community with an overstory dominated by
southern red oak (Quercus falcata), white oak (Q. albu), sweet-gum, yellow poplar. southern
sugar maple (Acer floridanum), and loblolly pine.

The Butner site contains numerous small intermittent and perennial headwater stream segments,
all of which originate within the boundaries of the site. All of these streams drain either directly
or via other tributaries to Knap of Reeds Creek. The clear-cut areas contain numerous small
natural wetland seeps, which occur at the upper ends of streams and at the base of the slope along
streams. These seepage areas are dominated primarily by hydrophytic herbaceous species such as
common rush (Juncus effusus), hop sedge (Carex lupilina), false nettle (Boehmeria cvlindrica).
spotted touch-me-not (/mpatiens capensis), and netted chain-fern (Woodwardia areoluta). These
seeps also contain occasional flood-tolerant trees such as red maple and sweel-gum.
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Iswain@dialcordy.com

From: Layton Bedsole [Ibedsole@dialcordy.com]
Sent: Friday, October 31, 2008 1:17 PM

To: Iswain@dialcordy.com

Subject: FW: DHS Facility Butner

————— Original Message-----—

From: Dale Suiter@fws.gov [mailto:Dale Suiter@fws.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 2:45 PM

To: lbedsole@dialcordy.com

Subject: DHS Facility Butner

This email is in response to your April 7, 2008 letter regarding the proposed Department

of Homeland Security Natinoal Bio and Agro-Defense Facility in Butner, Granville County,

NC. This email provides the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (Service) response pursuant
to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) (Act).

Based on the information provided, the Service recommends that surveys for the federally
protected smooth coneflower (Echinacea laevigata) be conducted on the subject property.
Our records indicate that this species is known from within two miles of the subject site,
and considering that the site was recently logged, it may contain habitat for the smooth
coneflower. Surveys for smooth coneflower should be conducted by a qualified biologist

during May or June when the plants are flowering and readily identifiable. If your
surveys indicate that smooth coneflower does not occur on the subject property, you may
make a "no effect" determination and proceed with your project. However, if smooth

coneflower or any other federally protected species is found, then you should contact our
office for additional information.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this project. Please contact me if you have any
questions regarding this response.

Dale Suiter

Endangered Species Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
P.0O. Box 33726

Raleigh, NC 27636-3726

phone - 919-856-4520 ext. 18

fax - 919-856-4556
email - Dale Suiter@fws.gov
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DIAL CORD

ANID ASSOCTATES: INC

Envirornmental Consultants

7 April 2008

USFWS Austin Field Office
Attn: Robert Pine

Compass Bank Building
10711 Burnet Rd, Suite 200
Austin, TX 78758

Dear Mr. Pine:

On behalf of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), I am requesting informal consultation
with the US Fish and Wildlife Service regarding the proposed construction of the National Bio
and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). DHS is currently preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) that will assess the environmental consequences resulting from the site
selection, construction. and operation of the proposed NBAF. The NBAF would be used to study
diseases categorized as foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. Project alternatives
include six locations in Athens, Georgia; Butner, North Carolina: Flora. Mississippi: Manhattan.
Kansas; Plum Island, New York: and San Antonio. Texas. | am requesting informal consultation
with the Austin Field Office regarding the San Antonio, Texas site alternative.

To assist with the preparation of the DEIS, please evaluate the subject property for potential
conflicts with federally listed species and/or critical habitat that may occur in the area. A copy of
the forthcoming DEIS will be provided to the Austin Field Office for additional project review
and comment. The attachments to this letter include a description of the project, descriptions of
project area habitats, and maps showing the location of the site. I appreciate your assistance with
this project.

Sincerely,

RahI:; Ingle

Senior Ecologist
Dial Cordy & Associates Inc.

First Union Bunping, SUIme 601 201 NORTH FRONT STREET * WILMINGTON, NORTH CaAROLINA 28401
910-251-9790 = Fax 910-251-9409 = E-mall info@dialcordy.com

OFFICES JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA * CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
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NATIONAL BIO AND AGRO-DEFENSE FACILITY
SAN ANTONIO, BEXAR AND MEDINA COUNTIES, TEXAS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

In response to US Department of Homeland Security (DHS), US Department of Agriculture
(USDA), Agricultural Research Service (ARS). and Animal & Plant Health Inspection Service
(APHIS) mission requirements, the DHS has proposed the construction and operation of the
National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The NBAF would be an approximately
500,000-520,000 square foot facility designed and operated to study diseases categorized as
foreign animal diseases (FAD) and zoonotic diseases. The NBAF would provide the necessary
biological safety and biocontainment infrastructure for 250-350 scientists and support staff to
research and develop diagnostics for, and countermeasures to, high-consequence biological
threats involving foreign animal and zoonotic diseases. DHS anticipates that the facility would
focus on foot and mouth disease. classical swine fever, African swine fever. Rift Valley fever.
Nipah virus, Hendra virus, contagious bovine pleuropneumonia, and Japanese encephalitis.

SAN ANTONIO SITE DESCRIPTION

I'he San Antonio site is a 100-acre tract of undeveloped land within the Texas Research Park
(TRP) in Bexar and Medina Counties, Texas. The site is located immediately west of Lambda
Drive and approximately 0.8 mile south of State Highway 211. Vegetation on the property is
characterized by scrubby and sparse woody vegetation intermixed with areas that are dominated
by herbaceous species. Texas Parks and Wildlife has mapped vegetation on the property as
Mesquite-Live Oak-Bluewood Parks. The eastern and southern portions of the property contain
plant communities that are representative of this vegetation type. These portions of the property
are characterized by live oak mottes with little to moderate understory. Live oak trees occur
primarily in large patches that are separated by grass-dominated breaks. Additional woody
species that are present in both the understory and canopy of the mottes include mesquite
(Prospis  glandulosa), bluewood (Condalia hookeri), Texas mountain laurel (Sophora
secundiflora), and Texas persimmon (Diospyros texana). Additional common understory species
that are associated with the mottes include Texas kidenywood (Evsenhardtia texana). prickly pear
(Opunita lindheimeri), and Arkansas yucca (Yucca arkansana). Species that are common in the
grass-dominated openings include Johnsongrass (Sorghum halepense), bristlegrass (Setaria sp.).
Bermudagrass (Cynodon dactylon), sideoats grama (Bouteloua curtipendula), straggerler’s daisy
(Calyptocarpus vialis), pricklypear, Arkansas yucca. and toothleaf goldeneye (Viguiera dentaie).
The western and central portions of the property contain many of the same species: however.
woody vegetation is very scrubby and herbaceous species are dominant. Scattered (rees consist
primarily of mesquite, Texas mountain laurel, and Texas persimmon.
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Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act




Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Consultation Initiated

Supplemental Contact

Agency Response

South Milledge Avenue Site
Alternative

December 14, 2007

Letter on behalf of DHS to
Georgia Department of Natural

Resources, Historic Preservation

Division on April 8, 2008

December 26, 2007
July 11, 2008
August 18, 2008

Manhattan Campus Site
Alternative

November 21, 2007

November 28, 2007

Flora Industrial Park Site
Alternative

April 20, 2007

May 23, 2007
November 27, 2007
July 30, 2008

Plum Island Site Alternative

October 22, 2008

pending

Umstead Research Park Site
Alternative

August 9, 2007

November 19, 2007
January 17, 2008
August 22, 2008

Texas Research Park Site
Alternative

January 18, 2008

February 4, 2008
July 16, 2008
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DIAL CORDY

AND ASSQCIATES INC

Environmental Consulianis

April 8, 2008

Elizabeth C. Shirk

Environmental Review Coordinator
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Historic Preservation Division

34 Peachtree Street, N.W., Suite 1600
Atlanta, GA 30303

RE: Proposed National Bio- and Agro- Defense Facility, Clarke County, Georgia
TA-071217-015

Dear Ms. Shirk:

On behalf of our client, the Department of Homeland Security, Dial Cordy and
Associates Inc. is pleased to formally request a Section 106 review for the proposed
National Bio- and Agro- Defense Facility site in Clarke County, Georgia. In your
December 26, 2007 letter to Mr. Scott Messer, you stated the opinion that the
archaeological report entitled “Phase | Archeological Survey of the Proposed National
Bio- and Agro- Defense Facility, Clarke County, Georgia,” which was prepared and
submitted by Southeastern Archeological Services, would meet the compliance
requirements for documentation with NHPA.

You also requested the report be submitted for formal review and comment, prior to
implementation of the project, so that your office is afforded the opportunity to comment
on potential effects to historic properties. We are attaching a copy of the archeological
survey report and a conceptual footprint of the proposed project with this request. A
brief project description is given in the introduction of the archeological report.

Should you need additional information, please do not hesitate to call me at (910) 251-
9790 or email me at jcoward@dialcordy.com. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Dial Cordy and Associates Inc.

%;/M

effrey T. Coward
Natural Resource Specialist

J07-1039
FIRsT UNION BUILDING, SUITE 601 * 201 NORTH FRONT STREET * WILMINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA 28401
910-251-9790 = FAx 910-251-9409 * E-MALL info@dialcordy.com
OFFICES JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA * CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
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FROM :

Southeastern Archkeological Sve FAX NO. @ 7865461855 Mar. 31 2688 @1:83PM

SOUTHEASTERN ARCHEOLOGICAL SERVICES, INC.

December 14, 2007

Mr. Robert Entorf

Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Historic Preservation Division

34 Peachtree NW

Atlanta, GA 30303

RE: Review of Archeological Report
Hi Bob:

Enclosed is a copy of the survey report we conducted for the University of Georgia. As
we discussed over the phone, the University is an alternative location for the Bio- and Agro-
Defense Facility, which will be under the control of the Department of Homeland Security. At
some point Section 106 will apply, but maybe not at present,

Nonetheless, UGA would like to have some sort of review and a compliance letter by the
end of the month (what holiday season?). Can you write something that says the report meets the
guidelines for GEPA or Section 106?

Sincerely,

Chloos %
Chad Braley

Vice President

> il

565 N. Milledge Avenue »Athens, Georgia 30601
PO. Drawer 8086 ~Athens, Georpia 30603
Phune: 706 +546 » 1850
Fax: 706 =546 » 1855
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OFFICE OF PLANNING AND BUDGET

Sonny Perdue Trey Childress
Governor Director

GEORGIA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE MEMORANDUM
EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372 REVIEW PROCESS

TO: James Johnson
U. S. Dept. of Homeland Security
Mail Stop #2100
245 Murray Lane SW, Bldg 410
Washington, DC 20528

FROM: Barbara J ackson%%f
Georgia State Clearinghouse

DATE: 8/18/2008
SUBJECT:  Executive Order 12372 Review

PROJECT: NBAF DEIS: Construction and Operation of the National Bio and Agro-Defense
Facility (to be located at one of 6 tentative site alternatives - South Milledge Avenue,
Athens, GA)

STATEID: GA080627018

The applicant/sponsor is advised that GA Dept. of Agriculture-Animal Industry Division and
DNR's Environmental Protection Division was included in this review but did not comment within
the review period. Should they submit comments within the next two weeks, we will forward to
you.

The applicant/sponsor is advised to note important comments from Northeast Georgia RDC;
also comments from Georgia DOT’s Office of Transportation Planning and DNR’s Historic
Preservation Division.

/bj
Enc.: Northeast Georgia RDC, July 17, 2008
HS, July 2, 2008
DOT, July 15, 2008
HPD, July 16, 2008
Form NCC
January 2004

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
Office: 404-656-3855 270 Washington Street, é._g\{s, Atlanta, Georgia 30334 Fax: 404-656-7916



Georgia Department of Natural Resources

Noel Holcomb, Commissioner H iStOI’iC Presewation DiViSion

W. Ray Luce, Division Director and Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
34 Peachtree Street, Suite 1600, Atlanta, Georgia, 30303
Telephone (404) 656-2840 Fax (404) 657-1040 http:/imwww.gashpo.org

MEMORANDUM

TO: Barbara Jackson
Georgia State Clearinghouse
Office of Planning and Budget
270 Washington Street, SW, Eighth Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30334

FROM: Elizabeth Shirk
Environmental Review Coordinator
Historic Preservation Division
RE: Results of Project Review
Applicant: U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Project: Construct National Bio & Agro Defense Facility, South Milledge Ave., Athens
Control Number: GA-080627-018 (reference HP-080411-002)
County: Dooly
Agency: U.S. Department of Homeland Security

DATE: July 11, 2008

The Historic Preservation Division (HPD) has received information concerning this undertaking
directly from the project applicant, in accordance with review under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act for the US Department of Homeland Security (DHS). DHS has completed
the Section 106 review and compliance process, ending in a no historic properties affected letter signed
by this office on May 7, 2008. All HPD review comments concerning this undertaking have been
submitted directly to the DHS. Therefore, review and compliance under Section 106 has been satisfied
for all federal agencies involved.

ES:jph
ce: Burke Walker, Northeast Georgia RDC -
David Reese, DHS ) R
BECEVFD
JUL 162008 -eg.
o UiaiR
STATE cLEsxamaHQUSE

Ttege £ MY
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DEC, 26" 07(WED) 11:08  GA DEP. NATURAL, RESOR TEL=40N4 637 1040 t 001

Georgia Department of Natural Resources

Noe! Haleimb, Commissioner Historic Preservation Division

W. Ray Luce, Division Director and Deputy State Historlc Presenvation Officer
34 Peachiree Street, NW,, Suite 1800, Allanta, Georgla 30303
Telapnona (404) 656-2340 Fax (£04) B57-1040 hitp /iwww.gashpo,org

December 26, 2007

Scott Messar

Office of the University Architects
382 E. Broad Street

Athens, Georgia 30602

RE:  Proposed National Bio-and Agro-Defonse Facility
Clarke County, Georgia
TA-071217-015

Dear Mr. Messer:

The Historic Preservation Division (HPD) has received a documentation regarding the above
referenced project. The following comment is provided as technical assistance to assist The University of
Georgia (UGA) in planning for compliance with the Georgia Environmental Policy Act (GEPA) and Section
106 of the National Historie Preservation Act (NHPA) s required

Based on the information contained in the survey report entitled “Phase | Archeological Survey of the
Proposed Natjonal Bio- and Agro-Defense Facility, Clarke County, Georgia” prepared by Southeastern
Archeological Services, Inc. for UGA, it is our opinion that the report meets the archaeolopicnl survey
requirements for documentation for compliance with GEPA and NHPA. Please note that the survey teport
should be submitted for forma! review and comment prior to implementation of the project to alford HPD the
opportunity to comment on effects to historie properties located in the project's aren of potential effects,

If we may be of |urther assistance, please contact me at (404) 651-6624.

Sincerely,

C- M:.AL‘
Elizabeth C, Shirk

Environmental Review Coordinator

co: Burke Walker, Northeast Georgia RDC
Chind Braley, Southeastern Archeological Services, Inc.
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ICSTATE

Kunsus State Umvers:ty

Vice President for Research

21 November 2007 108 Anderson Hall
Manhattan, KS 46506-0113

785-532-5110
Fax: 785-532-6507
Julie Weisgerber
Kansas State Historical Society
6425 SW 6™ Avenue
Topeka, Kansas 66615

Ms. Weisgerber:

Kansas State University (K-State) would like to request a Section 106 review of the land
parcel that is being considered by the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) as the
National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF) location.  There are five other
locations being considered across the country. DHS’s contractor is currently conducting
the NEPA required environmental impact study on the KSU site (as well as on the five
other sites) and has asked K-State to make this Section 106 request. NBAF will be a
high-containment facility for the study of zoonotic and high-consequence animal
diseases. The facility will be designed to help DHS fulfill its mission of detecting,
preventing, protecting against, and responding to biological and agricultural threats.

Please find enciosed a CD containing the following:

e 27 pictures taken from the highest point on the site at the “x’s” shown on the
attached site map. The picture labels indicate the direction from which the
photograph was taken.

* An aerial map of the site. Note that two buildings have been added since the
aerial map was made—the Biosecurity Research Institute and the Tick Research
Center. The former will not be affected by NBAF. The latter will be moved to
another location. You can see both in the enclosed photographs.

e A “KS_project Description” file which contains a conceptualization of what the
NBAF will possibly look like when built. Note the facility has been designed to
cover the entire site because the environmental impact consultant would like the
entire area considered in the Section 106 review.

* A legal description of the site that was included in House Bill 252.

If you need more information or you have questions, plea contact Mary Lou Marino in
our Research and Sponsored Programs Office at 785-3532-3211.

Sincerely,

T Do

R.W. Trewyn, PhD
Vice President for Research
President, KSU Research Foundation
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- KANSAS "®R&C No.o7-/[-2cA

Kansas State Historical Society KATHLEEN SEBELIUS, GOVERNOR
Jennie Chinn, Executive Director

November 28, 2007 | E @ EH \W E |

R.W. Trewyn, PhD o

Vice President for Research NOV £ 8 2007

Kansas State University - S

108 Anderson Hall Vice Prasider ¢ ior Rese ch |

--Manhattan, KS-66506-6113 -~  —=——=— ——— — - —

Re: Proposed Construction of the National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility on the K-State Campus in Manhattan
Riley County

Dear Ms. Trewyn:

We have reviewed the materials received November 27, 2007. Our office has no objection to your application.
However, please keep in mind that if K-State is chosen as the site, our office will need to review the project
once again when final construction plans have been drawn in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800 to determine
whether there will be any adverse effects to any property listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places.

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment on this. Please submit any comments or questions
regarding this review to Julie Weisgerber at 785-272-8681, ext. 226.

Sincerely,
Jennie Chinn
—State Historic Preservation Officer S E —

Patrick Zollner

Director, Cultural Resources Division
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

64235 SW Sixth Avenue ® Topeka, KS 66615-1099
Phone 785-272-8681 Ext. 205 ¢ Fax 785-272-8682 ¢ Email jchinn@kshs.org « TTY 783-272-8683
www.kshs.org
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WiLDLIFE TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC.

April 20, 2007

Mississippi Department of Archives and History
Mr. Ilim Woodrick

Mr. Jim Woodrick
Review and Compliance Officer

P. O. Box 571
Jackson, Mississippi 39205-0571

RE:  Flora Property
Madison County, Mississippi
Phasec | Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Woodrick:

Our firm is presently preparing a Phase I Environmental Assessment for the
above referenced parcel of land located in Section 5, Township 18 North, Range 1
West, Madison County, Mississippi. The exact location of the property is shown
on the attached U.S.G.S. Flora, Mississippi Quadrangle Map. This assessment is
in anticipation of an industrial development site.

We respectfully request that your office review the location of the property for
issues of concern to your agency, particularly any cultural or historical issues,
and that a written reply be forwarded to us with your comments and/or
instructions regarding these issues.

If you require additional information regarding the project extent or geographic
areas, please feel free to call.

Sincerely,

AT~

Lisa Tillotson
Projects Manager
LCT/
Encl.

601/634-0097 @ P.O. BOX 820188, VICKSBURG, MISSISsIPPT 39182-0188
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MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT of ARCHIVES AND HISTORY

HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Ken P'Pool, Director

PO Box 571, Jackson, MS 39205-0571
601-576-6940 = Fax 601-576-6955
mdah.srate. ms.us

November 27, 2007

Mr. Walt Dinkelaker

Wildlife Technical Services, Inc.
P.O. Box 820188

Vicksburg, Mississippi 39182

RE: Phase | Cultural Resources Survey of Proposed 150 Acre Flora Industrial Park,
MDAH Project Log #11-043-07, Madison County

Dear Mr. Dinkelaker:

We have reviewed the November 7, 2007, cultural resources survey report by James
Lauro, Archaeologist, received on November 9, for the above referenced undertaking,
pursuant to our responsibilities under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act and 36 CFR Part 800. After review, we concur that no known cultural resources
listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places will be affected.
Therefore, we have no objections with the proposed undertaking.

There remains the possibility that unrecorded cultural resources may be encountered
during the project. Should this occur, we would appreciate your contacting this office
immediately in order that we may offer appropriate comments under 36 CFR 800.13.

Please provide a copy of this letter to Mr. Lauro. If you need further information, please
let us know.

Sincerely,

(o
Jim Woodrick
Review and Compliance Officer

FOR: H.T. Holmes
State Historic Preservation Officer

1} Clearinghouse for Federal Programs

Board of Trustees: William F. Winter, president / Reuben V. Anderson / Kane Ditto / Lynn Crosby Gammill / E. Jackson Garner
Duncan M. Morgan [ Martis D. Ramage, Jr. / Roland Wecks / Rosemary Taylor Williams / Deparement Direcror: H. T, Holmes
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MISSISSIPPI Department of
g PO Box 571, Jackson, MS 39205-0571

LB 601-576-6850 = Fax 601-576-6975
4 by 1 mdah,stare.ms.us

H. T Holmes, Director

ARCHIVES & HISTORY

May 23, 2007

Lisa Tillotson

Wildlife Technical Services, Inc.
P.O. Box 820188

Vicksburg, Mississippi 39182-0188

RE: Proposed industrial development site in Section 5, Township 18 North, Range 1
West, MDAH Project #04-181-07, Madison County

Dear Lisa:

We have reviewed the request for a cultural resources assessment, received on

April 24, 2007, for the above referenced project in accordance with our responsibilities
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR Part 800.
Based on the topography, it is our determination that a cultural resources survey should
be conducted in any portion of the project area in which there will be ground disturbing
activities. Upon receipt of the cultural resources survey by a qualified archaeologist, we
will be able to offer appropriate comments.

A list of individuals who have represented themselves as being willing and qualified to
do archaeological survey work in Mississippi will be furnished upon request. A copy of
this letter should be made available to the contracting archaeologist. If you have any
questions, please contact Pamela Lieb, MDAH Chief Archaeologist, at 601-576-6940.
Sincerely,

Jim Woaodrick

Review and Compliance Officer

FOR: H.T. Holmes
State Historic Preservation Officer

o Clearinghouse for Federal Programs
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WD0463
MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT of ARCHIVES AND HISTORY

MDAH

July 30, 2008

HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Ken P’Pool, director * Jim Woodrick, acting director
PO Box 571, Jackson, MS 39205-0571
601-576-6940 « Fax 601-576-6955

mdah.state.ms.us

Mr. James V. Johnson

U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Mail Stop #2100

245 Murray Lane SW, Building 410
Washington, DC 20528

RE: National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(NBAF DEIS), Alternate Site at Flora Industrial Park in Flora, MDAH Project Log
#06-237-08, Madison County

Dear Mr. Johnson:

We have reviewed your request for a cultural resources assessment, received on

June 30, 2008, for the above referenced project in accordance with our responsibilities
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR Part 800. After
reviewing the information provided, it is our determination that the proposed National
Bio and Agro-Defense Facility, if located at the alternate site in Flora, Mississippi, will
not likely affect any known cultural resources. Therefore, we would have no objection
with the proposed undertaking.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment. If we can be of further assistance, please
do not hesitate to contact me at (601) 576-6940.

Sincerely,
N

w,,
Jim Woodrick
Review and Compliance Officer

FOR: H.T. Holmes
State Historic Preservation Officer

G Clearinghouse for Federal Programs

Board of Trustees: Kane Ditto, president / Rosemary Taylor Wi[lian@

3 iE%PIESident / Reuben V. Anderson / Lynn Crosby Gammill /
E. Jackson Garner / Duncan M. Morgan / Hilda Cope Povall / Marus IS] a

mage, Jr. / Roland Weeks / Department director: H. T. Holmes



DIAL. CORDY

AND ASSOCIATES INC

Environmental Consultants

October 22, 2008

Attn: Douglas Mackey, Archaeology Section 106 Project Review
New York State Historic Preservation Office

Peebles Island State Park

PO Box 189

Waterford, NY 12188-0189

o, Plaa T Awnlpandaninal Quaserarr b i i 1l
Re: Phase I Archaeological Survey of Alternative 1, National Bio and Agro D-Defense Facility

Plum Island Animal Disease Center, Southold Township, Suffolk County, New York

Dear Mr. Mackey:

Enclosed please find a report on a Phase I Archaeological Study that was completed of a 24-acre (9.7-hectare) tract
on the Plum Island National Bio and Agro D-Defense Facility, Southold Township, Suffolk County, New York.
The work for this project was completed by New South Associates, Inc. for Dial Cordy and Associates, Inc., as part
of an Envirommental Impact Statement for the U.S. Department of Homeland Security for Alternative 1, which
entails the construction of new facilities for the Plum Island Animal Disease Center. New construction would take
place inside a roughly 24-acre tract immediately east of existing Building 100. This tract comprised the project
APE.

Background research indicated that the project area possessed a medium to low potential for prehistoric sites and a
high potential for historic archaeological sites associated with twentieth-century Fort Terry; however, fieldwork for
the project indicated that the survey area was largely disturbed by twentieth-century waste disposal and more recent
clean-up activities. The survey resulted in the discovery of four sites. Site 1 is an historic artifact scatter in a
disturbed area. Site 2 represents a brick manhole related to Fort Terry. Site 3 is a historic dump site that cannot be
dated precisely and was disturbed by road construction. Finally, Site 4 comprises the archaeological remains of an
incinerator associated with Fort Terry, which was located in a disturbed setting and mixed with modern refuse. Due
to the level of disturbance on the sites, all four sites have been recommended as not eligible to the National Register
of Historic Places.

We look forward to your review of the enclosed document and receipt of your comments. Thank you for your
assistance.

Sincerely,

DIAL CORDY AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

"%&«c’—'\

Lee Swain
Vice President

Enclosure

J07-1039

490 OsCEOLA AVENUE ® JACKSONVILLE BEACH, FLORIDA 32250
904-241-8821 » EAX 904-241-8885 * E-MAILL info@dialcordy.com

OFFICE ALSO IN WIL!\&\I-G'ITQ#, NORTH CAROLINA
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New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation

g Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau
i Peebles Island Resource Center, PO Box 189, Walerford, NY 12188-0189 (Mail)
Delaware Avenue, Cohoes 12047 (Delivery) (518) 237-8643

PROJECT REVIEW COVER FORM Revines

Please comiplete this form and attach it to the lop of any and all information submitted to this office for review.
Accurate and complete forms will assist this office in the timely processing and respense to your request.

Moy

oo

W R STATE

This information relates to a previously submitted project. It you have checked this box and noted the previous Project

Review (PR) number assigned by |his office you do nol need lo

PROJECT NUMBER PR Eﬁ:ﬁg:g'unless any of the required information below has
COUNTY

If you have checked this box you will need (o
2. This is a new project. X complele ALL cf the following information,

Project Name __ Archaeological Survey of Alternative 1, National Bio and
Agro D Defense Facility

Location Plum Island Animal Disease Center, 40550 Rt 25, Orient Point
You MUST include streel number, street name and/or Counly, State or Interslate roule humber if applicable

City/Town/Village Southold Township

List the correcl municipality in which your projecl is being undertaken. If in a hamlet you must also provide lhe name of the town.

County Suffolk

Il your undertaking* covers multiple communilies/counlies please attach a list defining all municipalities/counties included.

TYPE OF REVIEW REQU]RED’REQUESTED (Please answer both questions)

A. Does this aclion involve a permit approval or funding, now or ullimately from any other governmental agency?

I:I No Yes

If Yes, list agency name(s) and permit(s)/approval(s)

Agency involved Type of permit/approval Stale  Federal
Dept of Homeland Security O =
| O
U O

B. Have you consulted the NYSHPO web site at **http://nysparks.state.ny.us
to determine Lhe preliminary presence or absence of previously identified cultural E Yes D N
resources within or adjacen! lo the project area? |If yes: o

Was the project site wholly or partially included within an identified E' Yes D No
archeologically sensitive area?

Does the project site involve or is it substanlially contiguous to a property listed or recommended D Tes E No
for listing in the NY Stalte or National Regislers of Historic Places?

CONTACT PERSON FOR PROJECT

Name Brad Botwick Title Archaeologist

Firm/Agency New South Associates, Inec.

Address _6150 F. Ponce de TLeon Ave City Stone Mtn _ STATE GA Zip30083
Phone ( 770%-498-4155 Fax (770-498-3809 E-Mailbbotwick@newsnouthassd: . com

**http://nysparks.state.ny.us then select HISTORIC PRESERVATION then select On Line Resources
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Figure 2.
Soils Mapped in the Project Area

Source: Warner et al., 1975

BgB — Bridgehampton Silt Loam, 2-6% Slopes
CuB — Cut and Fill Land, Gently Sloping

Gp — Gravel Pits

HaB — Haven Loam, 2-6% Slopes

PIC — Plymouth Loamy Sand, 8-15% Slopes

G-106



Project Review Cover Form
Project Description

Phase I Archaeological Survey of Alternative 1, National Bio and Agro-D Defense
Facility, Plum Island Animal Disease Center
Southold Township, Suffolk County, New York

This project involved a Phase | Archaeological Survey for Alternative 1 of the National Bio
and Agro D-Defense Facility on Plum Island, Southold Township, Suffolk County, New
York. The work for this project was completed as part of an Environmental Impact
Statement for the U.S. Depariment of Homeland Security. Alternative 1 would entail
consfruction of new facilities for the Plum Island Animal Disedse Center. The new
consfruction would take place inside a roughly 9.7-hectare (24-ac) tract immediately east of
existing Building 100 on Plum Island. The footprint of this tract constituted the Area of
Potential Effect (APE] for this undertaking. The work performed for this survey was pursuant
to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended: the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969; and other relevant Federal Regulations.

The Phase | survey involved identifying archaeological resources that would be impacted if
Alternative 1 proceeds. Background research indicated that the project area possessed a
medium to low potential for prehistoric archaeological resources. It had a high potential
for historic archaeological resources associated with twentieth-century Fort Terry, but a low
potenfial  for  resources associated  with  eighteenth- o  nineteenth-century
domestic/agricultural occupations.

Fieldwork for this project indicated that the survey area was largely disturbed by twentiefh-
century waste disposal and more recent cleanup actions. These disturbed areas had a low
potential for intact cultural resources. Less obviously disturbed areas were probably
impacted by historic land use and military activities, but these did not preclude the potential
for archaeological deposits or features.

The survey resulted in the identification of four sites. Site 1 is a historic artifact scatter in a
disturbed area. Though it yielded artifacts that could relate to an early occupation of the
island, documents do not indicate the presence of any activities here and the degree of
disturbance suggests the historic materials could be secondary. Site 2 represents a brick
manhole related to Fort Terry. This feature is documented through archival sources and
lacks a strong research potential and integrity of sefting. Site 3 is a historic dump that
cannot be dated precisely and that is disturbed by road construction. Site 4 comprises the
archaeological component of an incinerator associated with Fort Terry. Though it yielded
historical artifacts, these were mixed with modern refuse and grading has substantially
disturbed the portions of this site inside the project APE.

None of the newly identified sites are judged to possess qualities of significance as

defined by the National Register of Historic Places. Therefore, Alternative 1 would have no
effect on them if it proceeds.
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7 NYS OFFICE OF PARKS, RECREATION & HISTORIC PRESERVATION

8 (518)237-8643

4" NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM
* g

FICE OF PARx

& NEW YORK STATE

smasenscastn  For Office Use Only--Site Identifier

Commissioner

Project Identifier

Your Name_ Brad Botwick Date _April 30, 2008
Address_6150 E. Ponce de Leon Ave. Stone Mountain. GA 30083 Phone (770) 498-4155

Organization (if any)
1. SITE IDENTIFIER(S)_ New South Site 1
2. COUNTY _Suffolk One of the following;: CITY
TOWNSHIP_Southhold
INCORPORATED VILLAGE
UNINCORPORATED VILLAGE OR HAMLET

3. PRESENT OWNER
Address U.S. Department of Homeland Security

Plum [sland Animal Disease Center, Plum Island. New York

4, SITE DESCRIPTION (check all appropriate categories):Structure/site

Superstructure: complete  partial collapsed __  notevident v~
Foundation: above below ___ (ground level) not evident v/
Structural subdivisions apparent __ Only surface traces visible

Buried traces detected
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):
7 brick fragments, 1 ceramic drain pipe

Grounds
__Under cultivation ~ _ v~ Sustaining erosion ¥ Woodland __ Upland
__ Never cultivated ___Previously cultivated __Floodplain __ Pastureland
Soil Drainage: excellent good v fair poor

Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) adjacent (Long Island Sound)
Elevation: _20ft above sea level

5. Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
Surface -- date (s) Site map (submit with form™)
Collection
Subsurface -- date(s) March 25, 2008
Testing: shovel v coring other unit size _ 30cm dia.
no. units __ 28 (Submit plan of units with form®*)
Excavation: unit size no. of units

(Submit plan of units with form*)
* Submission should be 8 4" by 11", if feasible

Investigator New South Associates. Inc.

OPRHP Historic Site Form - page |
G-108



Manuscript or published report (s) (reference fully):

Botwick, Brad
2008 Phase I Archaeological Survey of Alternative 1, National Bio and Agro D-Defense
Facility, Plum Island Animal Disease Center, Southold Township, Suffolk County, New York.
Prepared for Dial Cordy and Associates, Inc., Jaconsonville Beach, FL by New South Associates,
Inc., Stone Mountain, GA.

Present repository of materials Temporarily with New South Associates, Ine., Stone Mountain, GA

6. Site inventory:
a. Date constructed or occupation period 18/19"™ Century to 20" Century
b. Previous owners, if known
c. Modifications, if known
(append additional sheets, if necessary)

7 Site documentation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
a. Histornic map references
1) Name__ n/a Date Source
Present location of original, if known
2) Name Date Source

Present location of original, if known
b. Representation in existing photography

1) Photodate __n/a Where located
2) Photo date Where located

c. Primary and secondary source of documentation (reference fully)
n/a

d. Persons with memory of site
1) Name__ n/a Address
2) Name Address

8. List of material remains other than those used in construction (be as specific as possible in identifying

object and material):
3-plain creamware fragments, 1-pearlware fragment, 1-glazed redware fragment, 1-unidentified redware fragment;

1-slipware fragment, 1 tobacco pipe bowl fragment

[f prehistoric materials are evident, check here and fill out prehistoric site form.

9. Map References: Map or maps showing exact location and extent of site must accompany this form and be
identified by source and date. Keep this submission to 8%4" x 11", if possible.

USGS 71/2 Minute Series Quad. Name _Plum Island, NY-CT
For Office Use Only--UTM Coordinates

10. Photography (optional for environmental impact survey): Please submit a 5"x7" black and white print(s)
showing the current state of the site. Provide a label for the print(s) on a separate sheet.

G109 OPRHP Historic Site Form - page 2



Site 1 consists of a historic artifact scatter located on the north shore of Plum Island. The site vicinity contains
evidence of grading (push piles, dump piles) and is bounded by areas that have been heavily disturbed by recent
waste materials cleanup. Shovel testing at the site produced a low-density scatter of historic artifacts that included
brick fragments, 18™-19™ century ceramics, and other items. These came from the uppermost 20 centimeters of the
shovel tests. Historic maps do not point to any domestic occupation of this location, although the area was utilized
for 20" century military activities. Historic and recent land use suggests that the historic artifacts might be
secondary deposits derived from another location.

OPRHP Historic Site Form - page 3
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.@’wm‘"”% NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

3 NYS OFFICE OF PARKS, RECREATION & HISTORIC PRESERVATION
£ (518)237-8643
g

semsmscaso  For Office Use Only--Site [dentifier

Project Identifier

Your Name_ Brad Botwick Date _April 30. 2008
Address_6150 E. Ponce de Leon Ave. Stone Mountain, GA 30083 Phone (770) 498-4155

Organization (if any)
1. SITEIDENTIFIER(S)_New South Site 1
2. COUNTY_Suffolk One of the following: CITY
TOWNSHIP_Southhold
INCORPORATED VILLAGE
B UNINCORPORATED VILLAGE OR HAMLET

3. PRESENT OWNER
Address U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Plum Island Animal Disease Center. Plum Island, New York

4. SITE DESCRIPTION (check all appropriate categories):Structure/site

Superstructure: complete_ partial collapsed _  not evident v
Foundation: above below __ (ground level) not evident v~
___ Structural subdivisions apparent __ Only surface traces visible

___Buried traces detected
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):
7 brick fragments, | ceramic drain pipe

Grounds
__Under cultivation ¥ Sustaining erosion ¥ Woodland __ Upland
__Never cultivated __ Previously cultivated __ Floodplain __ Pastureland
Soil Drainage; excellent good v fair poor

Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) adjacent (Long Tsland Sound)
Elevation: _20ft above sea level

5 Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
Surface -- date (s) Site map (submit with form*)
Collection
Subsurface -- date(s) March 25, 2008
Testing: shovel v coring oftes unit size _ 30cm dia.
no. units __ 28 (Submit plan of units with form*)
Excavation: unit size no. of units

(Submit plan of units with form*)
* Submission should be 8 %" by 11", if feasible

Investigator _New South Associates, Inc.

G113
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Manuscript or published report (s) (reference fully):

Botwick, Brad
2008 Phase I Archaeological Survey of Alternative 1, National Bio and Agro D-Defense
Facility, Plum Island Animal Disease Center, Southold Township, Suffolk County, New York.
Prepared for Dial Cordy and Associates, Inc., Jaconsonville Beach, FL by New South Associates,
Inc., Stone Mountain, GA.

Present repository of materials Temporarily with New South Associates, Inc., Stone Mountain, GA

6. Site inventory:
a. Date constructed or occupation period 18/19" Century to 20" Century
b. Previous owners, if known
¢. Modifications, if known
(append additional sheets, if necessary)

7. Site documentation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
a. Historic map references
1) Name n/a Date Source
Present location of original, if known
2) Name Date Source

Present location of original, if known
b. Representation in existing photography

1) Photo date __n/a Where located
2) Photo date Where located

¢. Primary and secondary source of documentation (reference fully)
/a

d. Persons with memory of site
1) Name__n/a Address
2) Name Address

8. List of material remains other than those used in construction (be as specific as possible in identifying

object and material):
3-plain creamware fragments, 1-pearlware fragment, 1-glazed redware fragment, 1-unidentified redware fragment;

1-slipware fragment, 1 tobacco pipe bowl fragment

If prehistoric materials are evident, check here and fill out prehistoric site form.

9 Map References: Map or maps showing exact location and extent of site must accompany this form and be
identified by source and date. Keep this submission to 844" x 11", if possible.

USGS 71/2 Minute Series Quad. Name _Plum Island, NY-CT
For Office Use Only--UTM Coordinates

10, Photography (optional for environmental impact survey): Please submit a 5"x7" black and white print(s)
showing the current state of the site. Provide a label for the print(s) on a separate sheet.

G-114 OPRHP Hisltoric Site Form - page 2



Site 1 consists of a historic artifact scatter located on the north shore of Plum Island. The site vicinity contains
evidence of grading (push piles, dump piles) and is bounded by areas that have been heavily disturbed by recent
waste materials cleanup. Shovel testing at the site produced a low-density scatter of historic artifacts that included
brick fragments, 18™-19™ century ceramics, and other items. These came from the uppermost 20 centimeters of the
shovel tests. Historic maps do not point to any domestic occupation of this location, although the area was utilized
for 20" century military activities. Historic and recent land use suggests that the historic artifacts might be
secondary deposits derived from another location.

OPRHP Historic Site Form - page 3
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& m.,,%% NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM
3 NYS OFFICE OF PARKS, RECREATION & HISTORIC PRESERVATION
£ (518)237-8643

=

FICE WP‘%"

& NEW YoRK STATE

ssmacenecestn  Hor Office Use Only--Site Identifier

Commissionsr

Project Identifier

Your Name_ Brad Botwick Date _April 30. 2008
Address_6150 E. Ponce de Leon Ave. Stone Mountain, GA 30083 Phone (770) 498-4155

Organization (if any)
1. SITE IDENTIFIER(S)_ New South Site 2
2. COUNTY _Suffolk One of the following: CITY
TOWNSHIP_Southhold
INCORPORATED VILLAGE
UNINCORPORATED VILLAGE OR HAMLET

3. PRESENT OWNER
Address U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Plum Island Animal Disease Center, Plum Island, New York

4. SITE DESCRIPTION (check all appropriate categories): Structure/site

Superstructure: complete_  partial collapsed __  not evident
Foundation: above below __ (ground level) not evident
__ Structural subdivisions apparent _ Only surface traces visible

v Buried traces detected
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):
Brick; None collected

Grounds
_ Under cultivation ~__ Sustaining erosion __Woodland __ Upland
__Never cultivated ___ Previously cultivated __ Floodplain ___ Pastureland
Soil Drainage: excellent good _ v fair ___ poor

Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) adjacent (Long Island Sound)
Elevation: _20ft above sea level

5. Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
Surface -- date (s) Site map (submit with form#*)
Collection
Subsurface -- date(s) March 25, 2008
Testing: shovel v coring other unit size _ 40cm dia.
no. units __1 (Submit plan of units with form*)
Excavation: unit size no. of units

(Submit plan of units with form*)
* Submission should be 8 4" by 11", if feasible

Investigator _New South Associates. Inc.

OPRHP Historic Site Form - page |
G-118



Manuscript or published report (s) (reference fully):

Botwick, Brad
2008 Phase I Archaeological Survey of Alternative 1, National Bio and Agro D-Defense
Facility, Plum Island Animal Disease Center, Southold Township, Suffolk County, New York.
Prepared for Dial Cordy and Associates, Inc., Jaconsonville Beach, FL by New South Associates,
Inc., Stone Mountain, GA.

Present repository of materials Temporarily with New South Associates, Inc., Stone Mountain, GA

6. Site inventory:
a. Date constructed or occupation period 20" Century
b. Previous owners, if known
¢. Modifications, if known
(append additional sheets, if necessary)

T Site documentation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
a. Historic map references
1) Name Topographic Map of Plum Island Date 1953 Source US Army Corps of Engineers

Present location of original, if known _Plum Island Animal Disease Center
2) Name Date Source
Present location of original, if known
b. Representation in existing photography

1) Photo date __n/a Where located
2) Photo date ‘Where located

c. Primary and secondary source of documentation (reference fully)
n/a

d. Persons with memory of site
1) Name__ n/a Address
2) Name Address

8. List of material remains other than those used in construction (be as specific as possible in identifying

object and material):

|-bottle glass fragment

If prehistoric materials are evident, check here and fill out prehistoric site form.,

9. Map References: Map or maps showing exact location and extent of site must accompany this form and be
identified by source and date. Keep this submission to 82" x 11", if possible.

USGS 71/2 Minute Series Quad. Name Plum Island, NY-CT
For Office Use Only--UTM Coordinates

10. Photography (optional for environmental impact survey): Please submit a 5"x7" black and white print(s)
showing the current state of the site. Provide a label for the print(s) on a separate sheet,

G-119 OPRHP Historic Site Form - page 2



Site 2 represents a brick manhole located in the vicinity of the former Fort Terry firing range on Plum Island. This
feature was indicated by modem (probably 29" century) bricks and mortar and iron rungs set into its north wall.
Excavation of a single shovel test to examine the fill produced only one artifact. The site appears on 1953
topographic map of Plum Island. A1954 blueprint shows a ‘typical’ brick manhole on Plum Island, and the
diagram closely matches Site 2 in size and construction. The site lacks integrity of setting, and appears to contain
near-sterile fill. Because its historical association and appearance have been documented on early maps and plans,
and because it lacks a strong archaeological research potential, Site 2 is judged not eligible for the National Register
of Historic Places.

OPRHP Historic Site Form - page 3
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#"La %  NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM
f NYS OFFICE OF PARKS, RECREATION & HISTORIC PRESERVATION
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g

7
§ (518)237-8643
& neEw voRK STATE §

ssmasenscaste— For Office Use Only--Site Identifier

Commissioner

Project Identifier

Your Name_ Brad Botwick Date _April 30, 2008
Address_6150 E. Ponce de Leon Ave, Stone Mountain. GA 30083 Phone (770) 498-4155

Organization (if any)
L. SITE IDENTIFIER(S)_New South Site 3
2. COUNTY_Suffolk One of the following: CITY
TOWNSHIP_Southhold
INCORPORATED VILLAGE
UNINCORPORATED VILLAGE OR HAMLET

3, PRESENT OWNER
Address U.S. Department of Homeland Securitv
Plum Island Animal Disease Center. Plum Island, New York

4. SITE DESCRIPTION (check all appropriate categories):Structure/site

Superstructure: complete. partial collapsed not evident
Foundation: above below ___ (ground level) not evident
__ Structural subdivisions apparent __ Only surface traces visible

v"__ Buried traces detected
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):
5-wire nails, 1 hinge strap

Grounds
__Under cultivation  ___ Sustaining erosion _ Woodland __ v Upland
__Never cultivated ___ Previously cultivated __ Floodplain ___ Pastureland
Soil Drainage: excellent good _ v fair poor

Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) adjacent (Long Island Sound)
Elevation: _20ft above sea level

3, Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
Surface -- date (s) _March 26, 2008 Site map (submit with form*)
Collection
Subsurface -- date(s)
Testing;: shovel v~ coring ____ other unit size _30cm dia .
no. units __ 4 (Submit plan of units with form*)
Excavation: umit size no. of units

(Submit plan of units with form*)
* Submission should be 8 4" by 11", if feasible

Investigator _New South Associates, Inec.

OPRHP Historic Site Fonm - page |
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Manuscript or published report (s) (reference fully):

Botwick, Brad
2008  Phase I Archaeological Survey of Alternative 1, National Bio and Agro D-Defense
Facility, Plum Island Animal Disease Center, Southold Township, Suffolk County, New York.
Prepared for Dial Cordy and Associates, Inc., Jaconsonville Beach, FL by New South Associates,
Inc., Stone Mountain, GA.

Present repository of materials Temporarily with New South Associates, Inc., Stone Mountain, GA

6. Site inventory:
a. Date constructed or occupation period 20" century
b. Previous owners, if known
¢. Modifications, if known
(append additional sheets, if necessary)

¥ Site documentation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
a. Historic map references
1) Name n/a Date Source
Present location of original, if known
2) Name Date Source

Present location of original, if known
b. Representation in existing photography
1) Photo date _n/a Where located

2) Photo date Where located

c. Primary and secondary source of documentation (reference fully)

n/a
d. Persons with memory of site
1) Name__n/a Address
2) Name Address
8. List of material remains other than those used in construction (be as specific as possible in identifying

object and material):

2-clear bottle glass, 3-milk glass cosmetic jar

If prehistoric materials are evident, check here and fill out prehistoric site form.

9. Map References: Map or maps showing exact location and extent of site must accompany this form and be
tdentified by source and date. Keep this submission to 8%" x 11", if possible,

USGS 71/2 Minute Series Quad. Name _Plum Island, NY-CT
For Office Use Only--UTM Coordinates

10. Photography (optional for environmental impact survey): Please submit a 5"x7" black and white print(s)
showing the current state of the site. Provide a label for the print(s) on a separate sheet.

G124 OPRHP Historic Site Form - page 2



Site 3 represents a trash dump encountered in a single positive shovel test during a survey for an Environmental
Impact Statement on Plum Island. The shovel test encountered a relatively dense deposit of coal, with sparser
deposits of container glass and building hardware mixed in. All artifacts came from the uppermost 20 centimeters
below surface. The shovel test was at the edge of a road cut, and therefore radial shovel tests were placed only to
the north and east at 3 and 5-meter intervals. These additional shovel tests did not yield any artifacts, The site
probably dates to the 20™ century, but cannot be dated more precisely and therefore its chronological association is

not known.

OPRHP Historic Site Form - page 3
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¢  NEW YORK STATE HISTORIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM
é’ # NYS OFFICE OF PARKS, RECREATION & HISTORIC PRESERVATION
g (518) 237-8643

FICE OF

b NEW YORK STATE i

ssmassnscasto  For Office Use Only--Site [dentifier

Commissioner

Project Identifier

Your Name_ Brad Botwick Date _April 30. 2008
Address_6150 E. Ponce de Leon Ave. Stone Mountain, GA 30083 Phone (770) 498-4155

Organization (if any)
1. SITE IDENTIFIER(S)_New South Site 4
2. COUNTY _Suffolk One of the following: CITY
TOWNSHIP_Southhold
INCORPORATED VILLAGE
UNINCORPORATED VILLAGE OR HAMLET

3. PRESENT OWNER
Address U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Plum Island Animal Disease Center. Plum Island. New York

4. SITE DESCRIPTION (check all appropriate categories):Structure/site

Superstructure: complete partial___ collapsed v~ notevident
Foundation: above _v below ___ (ground level) not evident
__ Structural subdivisions apparent __Only surface traces visible

Buried traces detected
List construction materials (be as specific as possible):
Cement, wood, firebrick, iron; None collected

Grounds
__Under cultivation =~ ____ Sustaining erosion _ Woodland _ v Upland
__Never cultivated __ Previously cultivated __ Floodplain ___ Pastureland
Soil Drainage: excellent good _ v fair poor

Distance to nearest water from structure (approx.) adjacent (Long Island Sound)
Elevation: _30ft above sea level

5. Site Investigation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
Surface -- date (s) _March 26. 2008 Site map (submit with form®*)
Collection
Subsurface -- date(s)
Testing: shovel coring other unit size _ .
1no. units (Submit plan of units with form#*)
Excavation: unit size no. of units

(Submit plan of units with form*)
* Submission should be 8 2 by 11", if feasible

Investigator New South Associates, Inc.

OPRHP Historic Site Form - page |
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Manuscript or published report (s) (reference fully):

Botwick, Brad
2008 Phase I Archaeological Survey of Alternative 1, National Bio and Agro D-Defense
Facility, Plum Island Animal Disease Center, Southold Township, Suffolk County, New York,
Prepared for Dial Cordy and Associates, Inc., Jaconsonville Beach, FL by New South Associates,
Inc., Stone Mountain, GA,

Present repository of materials Temporarily with New South Associates, Inc., Stone Mountain, GA

6. Site inventory:
a. Date constructed or occupation period_ 1910
b. Previous owners, if known _ U.S. Atmy
¢. Modifications, if known
(append additional sheets, if necessary)

s Site documentation (append additional sheets, if necessary):
a. Historic map references
1) Name Topographic Map of Plum Island Date 1953 Source _US Armmy Corps of Engineers

Present location of original, if known _Plum Island Animal Disease Center
2) Name Date Source
Present location of original, if known
b. Representation in existing photography
1) Photo date 1940  Where located Index of Buildings, Fort Terry, NY (on file at Plum Island
Animal Disease Center); Building 48
2) Photo date Where located

c. Primary and secondary source of documentation (reference fully)
Hefher, Robert J.
1998  Historic Resources Survey, Plum Island, New York. Prepared for U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Plum Island, New York. On file at Plum Island Animal Disease Center, Plum
[sland, New York.

FBM Group/GAI Consultants
2003  Historic Preservation Plan for Plum Island, New York. Prepared for US Department of
Agriculture, Orient Point, New York. On file at Plum Island Animal Disease Center, Plum
Island, New York.

d. Persons with memory of site

1) Name__ n/a Address
2) Name Address
8. List of material remains other than those used in construction (be as specific as possible in identifying

object and material):
13-ironstone (institutional)
If prehistoric materials are evident, check here and fill out prehistoric site form.

9. Map References: Map or maps showing exact location and extent of site must accompany this form and be
identified by source and date. Keep this submission to 84" x 11", if possible.

USGS 71/2 Minute Series Quad. Name _Plum Island. NY-CT
For Office Use Only--UTM Coordinates

G-129 OPRHP Historic Site Form - page 2



10. Photography (optional for environmental impact survey): Please submit a 5"x7" black and white print(s)
showing the current state of the site. Provide a label for the print(s) on a separate sheet.

Site 4 represents the archaeological component associated with a former incinerator or crematorium built for use by
Fort Terry in 1910. The structure was recorded in a historic structures survey and described as a ruin that was not
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Archaeological survey of the adjacent grounds
indicated that this area was substantially disturbed as a result of grading, especially to the south and west, which
were in the present study area. To the north and east, the area looked less disturbed but lay outside the survey area
and was not examined in detail. The graded areas were covered in trash deposits consisting mostly of modern
items, such as plastic, rubber vehicle tires, modern beverage containers, and similar materials. A small collection
of historic ceramics was collected that reflect the military associations of Plum Island, but these could not be dated
precisely. The historic ceramics were also mixed with the modem trash.

OPRHP Historic Site Form - page 3
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WITHERS X RAVENEL

ENGINEERS | PLANNERS | SURVEYORS

August 9, 2007

State Historic Preservation Office

Attn: Renee Gledhill-Earley, Environmental Review Coordinator
4617 Mail Service Center

Raleigh NC 27699-4617

W&R Project # 207587

Dear Ms. Gledhill-Earley,

On July 16, 2007, Withers & Ravenel utilized the resources provided by the North Carolina
State Historic Preservation Office to research and identify any historic structures potentially
located within the NBAF project boundaries. Withers & Ravenel did not find any structures
listed on the National Register within the project boundaries. We are requesting a letter of
concurrence from your office that the proposed project will not impact any structures listed
(or proposed for listing) on the National Register of Historic Places.

Ifyou have any questions feel free to contact me at (919) 469-3340. Thank you very much for
your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
WITHERS & RAVENEL, INC.

Todd Preuninger
Director of Wetlands and Biological Services

G134
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources ey

State Historic Preservation Office

Peter B. Sandbeck, Administrator

Michael F. Easley, Governor Office of Archives and History
Lisbeth C. Evans, Secretary Division of Historical Resources
Jettrey J. Crow, Deputy Secretary David Brook, Director

November 19, 2007

Todd Preuninger
Withers & Ravenel
111 MacKenan Dtive
Cary, NC 27511

Re:  National Bio Agro Defense Facility, Butner, Granville County, CH 07-1799
Dear Mt. Preuninger:

Thank you for your e-mail of November 2, 2007, providing the selected Butner tract for the defense facility.
We have reviewed our files and would like to comment.

We have determined that the project as proposed will not affect any historic structures.

No sites have been recorded within the project area boundaries. Because of the location and topography of the
proposcd project area, it is unlikely that any archaeological sites which may be eligible for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places will be affected by the proposed construction. We, therefore, recommend
that no archaeological investigation be conducted in connection with this project.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR
Part 800.

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration, If you have questions concerning the above comment,
please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919-807-6579. In all future
communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number,
Sincerely,

ter Sandbeck 5

ol James V. Johnson, US Department of Homeland Security
State Clearinghouse

Locaton: 109 East Jones Streer, Raleigh NC 27601 Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 276994617 Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources e/
State Historic Preservation Office
Peter B. Sandbeck, Administrator
Michael F. Easley, Governor Office of Archives and History
Lisbeth C. Evans, Secretary Division of Historical Resources
Jeffrey J. Crow, Depurty Secretary David Brook, Director
January 17, 2008
Todd Preuninger
Director of Wetland and Biological Services
Withers 8 Ravenel
111 MacKenan Drnive
Cary, NC 27511

Re:  National Bio Agro Defense Facility, Butner, Granville County, CH 07-1799
Dear Mr. Preuninger:

Thank you for your e-mail of December 20, 2007, providing a map of the new Butner parcel selected for the
defense facility. We have reviewed our files and would like to comment.

No sites have been recorded within the project area boundaries. Because of the location and topography of the
proposed project area, it is unlikely that any archaeological sites which may be eligible for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places will be affected by the proposed construction. We, therefore, recommend
that no archaeological investigation be conducted in connection with this project.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR
Part 800.

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,
Yo ™ Pl ; » e 8
please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919/733-4763. In all future

communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number.

Sincerely,

o W Alil)-Ea 0.

Peter Sandbeck
t cc: James V. Johnson, Mail Stop # 2100

US Department of Homeland Security
Science and Technology Directorate

245 Murray Lane, SW; Building 410
Washington, DC 20528
Location Mailing Address Telephone/Fax
ADMINISTRATION 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 24601 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617 (919)807-6570/807-6599
RESTORATION 109 East Jones Streer, Raleigh NC 24601 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617 (919)807-46570/807-6599
SURVEY & PLANNING 109 East Jones Streer, Raleigh NC 24601 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 276994617 (919)807-6570/807-6599
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North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Michao! F. Easlay, Governot Witiam G. Roes Jr., Secretary

Augnst 22, 2008
MEMOBANDUM

TO: Meiba McGee, DENR Eavironmental Coordinator
FROM: Hamy LaGm% Natural Hecltage Progum

SUBJECT:  DProposed Devélcpment of the National Blo- and Agre-Defense Facility; Butner,
Granville County

The Namural Heritage Program has identified nurerous significant natural heritage areas in the gononsl
Butner visinity, a1sdy of whichare of National significance. The following aro the ¢lossst to the location
of the proposed fasility (just north of the Dillon School) :

Camp Butner Game Land (County significance, approxinately 0.3 mile 10 the west)

Knap of Reeds Crack Dlabase Forest and Glades (Natioos) éigaificance, spproximstly 0.7 mileta the
southuast)

Knap of Roeeds Craek Ravine {Courty significance), approximately 0.7 mile to the east)

Knap of Reods Creak Disbase Leves and Slopes (Natlonal slgnificancs, and most is & Registerad Natursl
Heritage Ates - togistessd with the LS. Ammy Corps of Engneers; approximatsty 0.8 mile to the gouth)

Please do not hesitate to contact me &t 919-715-8697 if you have questions or need fusther informstion.

Enclosure
Phone: 916-733-4984 \FAX: $16-716-3080 \ Intsmet. www.anr.atate.nc.ubENR/ dﬂl

Annmw:mmw-mtwmlmmm
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Project No. ASF07-365-01
January 18, 2008

Mr. Mark Denton

Texas Historical Commission
Division of Archeology

P.O. Box 12276

Austin, Texas 78711-2276

RE: Review Request for Draft Report
Intensive Cultural Resources Survey
100-Acre NBAF Property
Medina and Bexar Counties, Texas

Dear Mr. Denton,

Please find enclosed two (2) draft copies of the report entitled: An Intensive Cultural Resources
Survey of the 100.1-Acre NBAF Tract, Medina and Bexar Counties, Texas.

In January 2008 Raba-Kistner Consultants (R-K) performed an intensive cultural resources
survey for Texas Research and Technology Foundation on 100.1 acres in Medina and Bexar
Counties, Texas. The archeological survey was conducted to comply with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The area of potential effects (APE) was defined as
a 100.1 acre NBAF property.

No previous cultural resource investigations have been performed within the NBAF property;
however, the 2006 Cagnon-Lytle Transmission line survey and the 2004 State Highway (SH) 211
survey were performed in the vicinity of the project area (Atlas 2007).

A total of 6 archaeological sites (5 prehistoric and 1 historic) have been recorded within a 1-mile
radius of the project area. Five of these sites (41BX1683, 41ME154, 41ME155, 41BX1684, and
41BX1397) are prehistoric lithic scatters and one historic site (41BX1662) consists of a historic
rock foundation. Of these 6 previously recorded sites, site (41BX1683) is located adjacent to
the easternmost boundary of the NBAF property; however, no cultural materials, artifacts, or
features within the APE related to site 41BX1683 were identified on the ground surface or in any
of the 50 excavated shovel tests.

The intensive survey of the APE included a 100% pedestrian survey of the APE supplemented
with shovel testing. The cultural resources survey resulted in negative findings. No cultural
resources were identified on the ground surface or in any of the 51 shovel tests. No evidence of
site 41BX1683 was observed as extending into the project area during the field survey.

Based on the lack of observed and recovered cultural materials, it is unlikely that any significant
cultural resources will be impacted by the proposed project plans on the 100.1-acre NBAF tract.
No additional archaeological work is recommended and cultural resource clearance has been
recommended for the NBAF project.

At your earliest convenience, please review the draft copies. If you have any questions, please
do not hesitate contact me at (512) 339-1745, ext. 3015. Thank you for your review.

G-139



January 18, 2008

Sincerely,

o

Pollyanna Held

Archaeologist

Raba-Kistner Consultants, Inc.
Phone: (512) 339-1745, ext. 3015
Cell: (210) 748-0938

Email: pheld@rkci.com

Attachments (2)

NO HlSTORIC
PHOPERT\ES AFFECTED

PROJ %
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pate ———

Track#

State Hlstoru, es;r/a Apﬂlcer
Date Z ﬁ

Track#
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WD0463

TEXAS RICK PERRY, GOVERNOR
HISTORICAL JOHN L. NAU, II, CHAIRMAN
COMMISSION F. LAWERENCE OAKS, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

The State Agency for Historic Preservation

July 16, 2008
James V. Johnson
Director, Office of National Labs
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Science and Technology Directorate
Mail Stop #2100
245 Murray Lane, SW Building 410
Washington, DC 20528

Re:  Project review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966
National Bio- and Agro-Defense Facility, Bexar and Medina Counties (Homeland Security)

Dear Mr. Johnson:

Thank you for your correspondence describing the above referenced project. This letter serves as
comment on the proposed federal undertaking from the State Historic Preservation Officer, the
Executive Director of the Texas Historical Commission.

The review staft, led by Bill Martin, has examined our records. Our records show that there are
no cultural resources recorded on the tract proposed for development. However, the tract has
never been surveyed for cultural resources, and occupies a landform that may contain intact
archeological deposits. If the Texas Research Park location is selected for construction, we
believe a professional archeologist should survey the tract prior to initiation of ground disturbing
activities.

The work should meet the minimum archeological survey standards posted on-line at
www.thc.state.tx.us. A report of investigations should be produced in conformance with the
Secretary of the Interior's Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation, and submitted to
this office for review. In addition, any buildings 45 years old or older that are located on or
adjacent to the tract should be documented with photographs and included in the report. You may
obtain lists of archeologists in Texas on-line at: www.counciloftexasarcheologists.org or
www.rpanet.org. Please note that other potentially qualified archeologists not included on these
lists may be used.

Thank you for your cooperation in this federal review process, and for your efforts to preserve the
irreplaceable heritage of Texas. If you have any questions concerning our review or if we can
be of further assistance, please contact Bill Martin at 512/463-5867.

Sincerely,

for

F. Lawerence Oaks, State Historic Preservation Officer

FLO/wam

P.O. BOX 12276 - AUSTIN, TX 78711-2276 - 51@1»1(441(1]00 « FAX 512/475-4872 « 'TDD §-800/733-2989
www.thc.state.tx.us



National Historic Preservation Act,

Executive Order 13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,

The American Indian Religious Freedom Act,

and Executive Order 13007, Indian Sacred Sites




In accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act and Executive Order 13175,
Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal Governments, as well as other pertinent
regulations such as, the American Indian Religious Freedom Act and the Indian Sacred Sites
order (Executive Order 13007), the DHS coordinated with several American Indian tribes to help
identify possible cultural resources impacts at the six alternative sites for the proposed NBAF.
The tribes contacted are listed below. A sample letter sent to each of these tribes follows, along
with responses received, as applicable.

South Milledge Avenue Site, GA

Three tribes in Georgia were consulted, in addition to the Georgia Council on American Indian
Concerns, in accordance with direction provided by the Georgia Council on American Indian
Concerns (Jenny Lovell, Tetra Tech, Inc., 4 December 2007, telephone conversation with N.
McCormick, Georgia Council on American Indian Concerns).

Manhattan Campus Site, KS

Two tribes were consulted, based on information from the Kansas State Historical Society’s
Riley County listings (Kansas State Historic Society 2007).

Flora Industrial Park Site, MS

Ten tribes were consulted in accordance with direction provided by the Mississippi Office of the
SHPO (Jenny Lovell, Tetra Tech, Inc., 4 December 2007, telephone conversation with .
Woodrick, Review and Compliance Officer, Mississippi Otfice of SHPO).

Plum Island Site, NY

One recognized tribe in Suffolk County, New York was consulted with direction provided by D.
Mackey, Archaeologist for Suffolk County (Jenny Lovell, Tetra Tech, Inc., 6 December 2007,
telephone conversation with D. Mackey, Archaeologist for Suffolk County).

Umstead Research Farm Site, NC

There are no federally recognized tribes that consider the Umstead Research Farm Site part of
their ancestral lands (Jenny Lovell, Tetra Tech, Inc., 4 December 2007, telephone conversation
with Gledhill-Early, Environmental Review Coordinator for Historic Preservation Office, North
Carolina office of SHPO). Therefore, Native American consultation was not necessary.

Texas Research Park Site, TX

Seven tribes were consulted in accordance with direction provided by the Texas Historical
Commission and the USEPA Region 6 (Jenny Lovell, Tetra Tech, Inc., 12 December 2007,
telephone conversation with B. Martin, Texas Historical Commission; Jenny Lovell, Tetra Tech,
Inc., 12 December 2007, telephone conversation with R. Gee, USEPA Region 6 contact for
Native American Consultations).
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Summary of Tribal Consultations

Confirmed Date
Received

Agencies and Tribes Consultation Letter
Consulted Sent

Summary of Consultation

South Milledge Avenue Site

Georgia Council on
American Indian
Concerns

February 4, 2008

February 11, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

The Lower Muskogee
Creek Tribe

February 4, 2008

February 8, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

The Georgia Tribe of
Eastern Cherokee

February 4, 2008

February 8, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

The Cherokee of Georgia
Tribal Council

February 4, 2008

February 8, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Manhattan Cam pus Site

Delaware Tribe of Indians

February 4, 2008

February 8, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Kaw Nation of Oklahoma

February 4, 2008

February 7, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Flora Industrial Park Site

Chickasaw Nation -
Governor

February 4, 2008

February 7, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Chickasaw Nation - Tribal
Historic Preservation
Officer

February 4, 2008

February 7, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Chickasaw Nation,
Administrator of
Cultural Preservation

February 4, 2008

February 7, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Choctaw Nation of
Oklahoma - Chief

Choctaw Nation of
Oklahoma - Tribal
Historic Preservation
Officer

February 4, 2008

February 7, 2008

Letter response received
on February 22, 2008.
The tribe has interest in
the Flora Industrial Park
Site but has no objection
to the proposed action.

Mississippi Band of
Choctaw Indians - Chief

February 15, 2008

February 20, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Mississippi Band of
Choctaw Indians - Tribal
Historic Preservation
Officer

February 15, 2008

February 20, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Jena Band of Choctaw
Indians

February 4, 2008

February 8, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Quapaw Tribe of Oklahoma

February 4, 2008

February 9, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Tunica-Biloxi Indians of
Louisiana, Inc. - Tribal
Chairman/Tribal
Historic Preservation
Officer

February 4, 2008

February 12, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.
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Agencies and Tribes

Consultation Letter

Confirmed Date

Summary of Consultation

Consulted

Sent

Received

Plum Island Site

Shinnecock Indian Nation

February 4, 2008

February 8, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Delaware Nation of

Oklahoma (federally February 4, 2008 February 8, 2008 Consultation is ongoing.
recognized)

Shmnecorjk Nation (state April 14, 2008 April 17, 2008 Consultation is ongoing.
recognized)

Stockbridge-Munsee
Community Band of

February 4, 2008

February 11, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Mohicans
Unkechauga Nation February 4, 2008 February 8, 2008 Consultation is ongoing.
Umstead Research FFarm Site
None |

Texas Research

Park Site

Apache Tribe of Oklahoma

February 4, 2008

February 7, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Tonkawa Tribe of
Oklahoma

February 4, 2008

February 7, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Comanche Tribe of
Oklahoma

February 4, 2008

February 7, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Kiowa Tribe of Oklahoma

February 4, 2008

February 12, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

Alabama-Coushatta Tribe

February 4, 2008

February 8, 2008

Consultation is ongoing.

of Texas

Kickapoo Traditional Tribe February 4, 2008 February 7, 2008 Consultation is ongoing.
of Texas

YS];;;ZI:I Sur Pueblo of February 4, 2008 February 7, 2008 Consultation is ongoing.
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January 30, 2008

Beasley Denson, Chief
P. C. Box 6010
Philadelphia, MS 39350-6010

Subject: Invitation to Participate in Government-to-Government Consultation on the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed National Bio- and Agro-
Defense Facility (NBAF)

Dear Chief Denson:

Fyour participation in
government-to-government consultation on the Environmental Impact ment (EIS) to identify
reposed National

development of a coordinated strategy to adequately pr
to the animal agriculture. Consultations between DHS a

infrastructure for combating bio and agro te
Directorate is responsible for filling the gap
related homeland security efforts of D -
fulfill its mission of detecting, preventi : nst and responding to bioterrorist attacks
within the United States.

ally conducted much of the research
d Security Act of 2002 recognized that
eland Security and transferred ownership
ognizing the growing need for veterinary

protection of U.S. agriculture i |s
of PIADC from USDA to DH
countermeasures
by the current PIAD
(HSPD 9), “Defense

aboratories that research and develop d|agnost|o capab|llt|es for
diseases.” Furthermore, HSPD-9 requires that DHS, USDA and
nd development of current and new countermeasures against the
ural occurrence of catastrophm an|rnal plant, and zoonot|c

Based on big -defense mission requirements as well as facility limitations at Plum
Island, such as ack of any Bio-Security Level 4 (BSL-4) space, the need was identified to
enhance the U.S. Government's current research capabilities in the animal agricultural field to
meet the requirements of HSPD-9. DHS therefore began exploring potential sites, including Plum
Island, for a proposed new national research and development (R&D) Bio-Safety Level 4 asset,
the proposed NBAF. The publication in the Federal Register on July 31, 2007 of the Notice of
Intent (NQI) to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) began the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process for the proposed NBAF.

The NBAF EIS is being prepared pursuant to NEPA, the National Historic Preservation Act

(NHFPA), American Indian Religicus Freedom Act (AIRFA), the Indian Sacred Sites Order
(Executive Order 13007), and other general authorities and directives of DHS. It will provide

G-146



DHS’s decision maker, the Under Secretary for Science & Technology, with important
environmental and public health information for use in the overall decision making process.
Relying on the analytical results presented in the EIS as well as cost, engineering feasibility, and
other programmatic considerations that are not part of the EIS, DHS intends to decide whether to
construct and operate a new NBAF and whether to locate the NBAF at one of six alternative sites
being considered. These are listed below and are shown on the attached location maps.

South Milledge Avenue, Athens, Georgia
Manhattan Campus, Manhattan, Kansas

Flora Industrial Park, Flora, Mississippi

Plum Island, New York

Umstead Research Farm, Butner, North Carolina
Texas Research Park, San Antonio, Texas

OOk WN =

Cultural resource investigations have been conducted at the Geg
sites as part of this undertaking. Currently, only the Mississippi Sta istoric Breservation Office
(SHPO) has concurred that no known cultural resources listed | igible” for listing in the

they have no objections with the proposed action. The ' as S not yet
concurred with the findings of the studies. The follo findi
investigations:

¢ A survey conducted for the propos _ & site identified 11
previously undocumented archaeolog ere recommended by

the consultant as ineligible for the er of yric Places (NRHP). The
eleventh site, a prehistoric lithi titside of the area of direct impact might
have research potential, but a ' gical testing is needed to determine if it is

eligible to the NRHP. This site “will:not be affected by the proposed project
. The Historic Preservation Division
ake a final determination if this site

i recovered cultural materials, it is unlikely that
ould be impacted. Therefore, based on the lack of
materials the cultural resources contractor is

ith the SHPOs of Kansas and North Carclina, but no field studies
sites for the proposed undertaking. The following summarizes

PO has no objection to the proposed undertaking, but will require a
es investigation of the area of potential effect should the site be selected.
If the Kansas site is chosen, the SHPO will need to review the project when final
construction plans have been prepared.

¢ The files of the North Carolina SHPO do not indicate the presence of historic buildings or
archaeological sites within the project area. Additionally, the SHPQO states that there is a
low probability for the site to contain any NRHP-eligible sites based on the topography
and location. As such, the North Carclina SHPO would not require any cultural resource
investigations for the proposed undertaking.

Past studies conducted at the New York site, Plum Island, indicate the presence of historic
buildings; however, no archaeological surveys or other investigations have been conducted for
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the proposed undertaking and consultation with the New York SHPO has not yet taken place. A
site-specific survey and coordination with the New York SHPO will be conducted in the near
future and prior to selection of the final alternative.

The DHS is the lead federal agency in preparing the EIS. Preparation and implementation of the
EIS will proceed over the next several months in a multi-step process that will include data
gathering and analysis, consultation, and the preparation and publication of a Draft EIS, Final
EIS, and Record of Decision (ROD) by the DHS. A Notice of Intent was published in the Federal
Register on July 31, 2007 by the DHS and scoping letters and Notice of Intent postcards were
sent to stakeholders in July 2007. Eight meetings were held in August and September 2007 at
the following locations: Old Saybrook, CT; Southold, NY; Manhattan, KS; Flora, MS; Washington,
DC; San Antonio, TX; Creedmoor, NC; and Athens, GA. A scoping report summarizing the
results of this effort will be available from DHS after January 11, The Draft EIS is
scheduled to be released in the spring of 2008.

If you are interested in receiving more information or wish to be con
March 15, 2008 so that we may begin this process. The designated e / act for the DHS
is James V. Johnson, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, S i
Directorate, Mail Stop #2100, 245 Murray Lane, Sv, Bu

Thank you for your consideration. We look forward t

Sincerely,
Department of Homeland Security

Enclosures
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Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma

E. Pyl
P.O.Box 1210 » Durant, OK 74702-1210 » (580) 924-8280 Cregory B Pyle

Gary Bation
Assistant Chief

February 22, 2008

fan Rosenblum

Safety, Health, Environmental, & Energy Mgr.

U.S. Dept. of Homeland Security, Business Operations Div.
Mail Stop #2100, 245 Murr  ane, SW, Bldg 410
Washington D.C. 20528 ==~ -~

Dear Ian Rosenblum:

We have reviewed the following proposed project (s) as to its effect regarding religious
and/or cultural significance to historic properties that may be affected by an undertaking
of the projects area of potential effect.

Project Description: Invitation to Participate in Government-to Government
Consultation on the EIS for the Proposed National Bio-
and-Agro-Defense Facility

Comments: After further review of the above-mentioned project (s), The Choctaw
Nation of Oklahoma has interest in only the site located in Flora, Mississippi. This office
has concurred with the Mississippi State Historic Preservation Office, that no known
cuitural resources listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places would be affected within the proposed NBAF site. Therefore, we have no
objections with the proposed action. If you have any questions, please call the Choctaw
Historic Preservation Office at 1-800-522-6170 ext. 2137.

Sincerely,

Terry D. Cole
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer

Choz(jtlon of Oklahoma
Mhnson
A tive Assistant

CAl:vr
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